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A1 1CLE APPEARED -

ON PACE20 ~oZi.

Central Intelligence Agency 4
report says Soviet purchases
of western technology are
responsible for growth, sees
market disruptions in 1980’s

The Central Intelligence Agency has
things to do besides spy on Americans (a
crime) and topple foreign governments (a
practice said to be unpopular and now
largely abandoned). Although it has dons
both, its main business remains the
gathering of intelligence and informing
the President when, where, and how the
“Russians are coming.” :

In one of its more recent reports to the
President, the CIA analysts see looming
on the distant commercial horizon a
chemical cloud in the shape of a Russian
bear. It is neither big nor ominous, but it
is there and growing. The Soviets are im-
porting substantial western chemical
technology, adding to it some of their own,

" and in the 1980’s could do some mischief

in such commodities as ammonia and

-methanol.

Little of this is news to those who rou-
tinely follow East-West trade in chemicals
ahd must keep track of this particular

brand of commaercial metabolism. But the .

CIA study does gather the data into a neat
little ball, assesses the consequences, and
even invites comment in a note in the
back if the reader will call (703) 351:
7676. :
The report says that Soviet orders for
western chemical equipment amounted
to at least $5 billion between 1961 and
1975, with more than 70% of that coming
during the ninth five-year plan that ran
ftom 1971 to 1975. In the Soviet Union’s
clirrent five-year plan, orders now exceed

CHEMICAL & ENGINEERING NEWS
15 January 1979

 GiA eyes orowing Sovist Irade in chemicals

$3 billion. The result will be high capacity
and high productivity in key world
chemicals. .

Western-equipped chemical plants in
;he U.S.S.R., the report says, accounted
or: -

o 40% of multinutrient fertilizers pro-
duced in 1975. ,
" o 60% of polyethylene production in
1975.

e 75 to 85% of polyester fibers in
1975.

e 729% of new ammonia production ca-

pacity in 1971-75 and 85% of that sched- -

uled in 1976-80.

“Moreover,” it continues, “because
most of the purchased capacity of recent
years is not yet in production, many ben-
efits lie ahead.” The analysts don’t assess
the national security implications of such
developments, leaving it to the readers to

“make their own conclusions.

There is no reason to panic. As chemists
well know, Soviet catalysis is many reac-
tion-rate units behind U.S. research and
technology. Soviet biochemistry is well
known to be primitive alongside western
accomplishments. And in the design and
building of chemical factories, the Soviets
likewise don’t have it. But they want it,
and are moving to get it, through barter-
like deals with many western countries.

For example, in 1976 the Soviets
bought from France a 75,000 metric-ton-
per-year plant for the production of bis-
phenol A, important for the manufacture
of several types of resins. This will be one
of the largest such plants in the world and
probably the most modern.

In the same year it bought from the .
U.S. two identical p-xylene plants that are
said to lower markedly production costs
and increase yields. p-Xylene is used to
produce polyester fibers, films, and resins.
The report lists several such purchases
from western countries and in an appen-
dix gives a rundown by country and firm
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. 1977 order for two plants that will add’

of all significant chemical plant purchases
by the Soviets from the West between
1971 and 1975. o

Chemicals have high priority in Soviet
economic development (C&EN, Dec. 18,
1978, page 51), not only because of their
basic importance to Soviet industrial au-
tonomy but also because the Soviets do
want to export. Hard currency is still the
rarest commodity in the Soviet Union,
and to get it the Soviets know they are
going to have to compete on a par with
western industrial nations. - |

Thus the report concludes that Soviet
orders of chemical equipment placed be-
tween 1974 and mid-1977, which often
were associated with long-term product |
buy-back agreements, will contribute to
a sharp increase of Soviet chemical ex- |
portsin 1980 and beyond. :

During the current five-year plan
(running from 1976 to 1980), chemical
output is slated to rise 63%, according to
Soviet Minister of the Chemical Industry,
L. A. Kostanov. Major Soviet equipment
needs from the West are for petrochemi- |
cals, tires, glass fibers, pesticides, potash, ;
pesticides, and herbicides. 3

" U.S. participation, the report says, is
expected to be slight because of U.S. i
preference for hard cash rather than the i
barterlike buy-back agreements the So- .
viets prefer. Italy apparently has no 1
problems dealing with the Soviets that
way, however, and is accordingly the So-
viets’ biggest trading partner.

The major growing Soviet exports to
the West, the CIA says, will be ammonia, 1-
methanol, polyethylene, and polystyrene.
Ammonia in particular should be inter-
esting to watch. The report says that So- ;
viet sales of ammonia resulting from {
many buy-back agreements as well as a §.
separate exchange agreement with Occi-
dental Petroleum Co. could average 3.15
million tons anpually in 1978-87 if
agreements are implemented. -4

But the agency analysts doubt that
world markets could absorb that much, as
total world exports have averaged only 3
million tons in recent years. What Soviet-
ammonia will likely do is to force the
closing of outdated ammonia plants.-
around the world through price com
tition with cheap Soviet ammonia.
* Methanol could be fascirating to3
watch, too. The report says Soviet meth
anol capacity will double as a result of a

S

15% to world methanol capacity. The
buy-back deal for the methanol project
involves the purchase of 300,000 tons per &
year of Soviet methanol. ““The impact on*
western markets,” the report-says, “wzll:}
largely depend on how rapidly new umﬁ
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“ev'wp AU KIDLWUAIIVI 3 & 1UTI UL LUSE au~
ditive or as feedstock for artificial protein
petrochemicals.”

The chemical industry in the U.S.S.R.
has mainly civilian, as opposed to mili-
tary, applications. And this always means :
problems in the Soviet Union because of ;
the favoritism military technology enjoys.
Commercial technology is beset with
problems, as the CIA notes in all its re-
ports on Soviet science and technology, |
and chemicals are the qumtmntxal ex-
ample.

The Soviets invariably have startup ;
problems with plants, whether built by :
westerners or by themselves. Shortages of
equipment are chromc Labor is ineffi-
cient, unhappy, and in short supply.
Management is uncoordinated within it-
self and espoetally soinits relatxomh:ps
with the various ministries that set goals
and oversee production quotas.

“Poor workmanship and carelessness,” .
the report reveals, “frequnntly cause de-
lays during the precommissioning stage of
chemical projects. Shortcomings include
poor-quality welding by Soviet workers,
errors in the installation of equipment
and insulation, and improper operation
and servicing of machines and instru-
ments. The persistence of such construc-
tion and preoperational problems indi-
cates that the Soviets could have trouble
meeting at least initial chemical export
commitments under compensation
agreements.”

But for all that—and the report lists
much more in the way of deficiencies—
Soviet chemical research and technology
is moving ahead. In the 1980’s and 90’s
things likely will change drastically since
Soviet scientists are as bright as their|
colleagues anywhere. In a footnote, the
report notes technologically important
research on protein derived from hydro-
carbons, high-temperature plastics,
hxgh -performance composite materials,

“plasmochemical processes that may
offer more economical routes to produc-
tion of acetylene, nitrogen fertilizers, and
other products.”

And it mentions recent Soviet tech-
nology licensed in the West as an indica-
tor of Soviet technological potential Such
licenses have included processes for
manufacture or use of polysthylene,
polycarbonate resins, polyisoprene, rub-
ber, butylated hydroxytoluene, an anti-
cancer preparation it labels FTOROFUR,
and methods for the disposal of industrial
wastes. = -

Thus, despite all the problems inherent
in centralized industrial planning, the
U.S.S.R.’s chemical industry is moving
ahead on the back of Western develop-
ments. In the 1980's a vastly diffarent
pattern in the global flow of chemicals
likely will emerge because of this growing
Soviet maturity.

‘Copies of the report, ER 78-10554, are
available from the Office of Public Affairs,
Central Intelligence Agency, Washington,
D.C. 20505. Its title is “Soviet Chemical
Equipment Purchases from the West:
Impact on Productxon and Foreign
Trade.” a

Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8



Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8

e THE WASHINGTON STAR (GREEN LINE)
Article appeared 26 January 1979
on page A-3

C hina_a:—rbs Arms Spending While Facing
~ Soviet Buildup, CIA Says|

By Henry S Bradsher me “ ' ideologically oriented *“Gang- of |
Washington Star Statf Wriser L . .Four,” China is turning to the West.,

On the eve of Chinese Vice Premier - em worlc_l for help in modernizing its
Teng Hsiao-ping’s visit, two estimates - économy. Carter has been receptive.
from the CIA say China is restricting A science and technology agreement}

its military spending to only the most . il be signed during Teng's visit. ..

eéssential modernization while. facing ‘ : ) =
2 . t . e - - CHINA’S MILITARY leaders and its
onﬁi?mb order. S°‘Tf“ mmm»?md“p economic planners have been compet-
o TRERE ing in recent years for limited re-

- A CIA study dated last month and sources. The debete was resolved by
just made public says China's drive to Teng and his nominal boss, Premier
modernize its economy- has caused . Hua Kuo-feng, in favor of giving first
some military resources to be trans- ~ priority to building up the economic
ferred to building a strong industrial base. They used the justification thaty
base. Defense spending was cut in the . long-term military strength depends

early 19703  and has not been ' in- upon economic L
creased substantially since then.i .- .~ The new CIA study says: “The de-
But in recent years: the: Seviet bate apparently ended with a consen-
Union hes continued to strengthen its ilitary spending at a|
: sus (1) to hold military spending at

armed forces on. its long border with 1eve§ whichallowsft::’ the most essen-!
China and in Mongolia; which lies be- tial aspects of defense modernization,|

tween the two big Communist powers.
The CIA reported to a subcommittee
of Congress’s Joint Economic Commit-
- tee that “the number of Soviet milj-
tary personnel assigned to forces with
missions against China grew from
about 400,000 in 1969 to between 500,-
000 and 600,000 in 1973 and about 650,-
000in1978." . o sesiaez
. ' 3T i@V -

- THE INFORMATION; provided in
connection with an appearance be-
fore the subcommittee last June of the
director of central intelligence; Adm.
Stansfield Turner, was madepublic
today. It was in a version of

last summer on Soviet mili ’prior
ities from which secret inf?mtiom
bad been censored. .~ s 7 - &~
China’s effortsto: build up’ its]
economy and Chinese concern about
lbe Soviet military posture. wiil.
Quring Tengs v b oo cussed
t X
admin.isu'adonofﬂcian.u_,ll'f..‘;i;.’i "
Teng, the effective head of China’s
government, arrives Sunday for
extensive talks with President Carter
.and other senior officials. He also will
visit some of the industrial plants that
gg Selling modern technology;to Pe-

8' ‘- LS TR AP P
" Under the pragmatic policies insti-
tuted-in Peking since Teng moved
into control after the defeat.of the

RISV IR B~ oy
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and (2) to make underutilized re-
sources controlled by the military
partially available for civilian indus-

- This background to Teng's eco-
nomic discussions in. the United
States is not likely to be discussed
openly, officials here say. And the ad-
ministration is wary of antagonizing
Moscow by appearing to be too sympa-
thetic to Peking’s loudly voiced suspi-
cions about Soviet aggressive inten-
tions. . A T

Tt e AT AR B (LTI
" * THE UNITED STATES has taken the
public position that:it will not sell to |
China the specialized weapons that'

- leima s Coom ¥

- Peking wants to fill gaps in its de- |
- fenses; But the administration has

given a green light for its West Euro-
peanalliestosellthem.. ;. v -.... ..,
The CIA study of China's “pursuit of

" economic modernization” says that, .
" despite the flexibility of Teng’s prag-
" matic leadership, “economic realities
" still pose formidable obstacles to mod-
- ernization” of agriculture, industry,

science and technology, and defense.
- “China’s nearly one billion people,

- an agricultural sector technologically-

so backward that it employs 70 per-
industry using techniquss that ofe 10
industry: 3 ques are

to 30 years out of date and with opera-
tions presently most inefficient.” «
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CHICAGO DEFENDER
30 December 1978 -

o

China booming: CIA -

——

[

" China's international not constitute a heavy bur-
trade is rising dramatically den for the Chinese econo-
as its government puts into Y. - . -
'practice the new pragmatic
iideas of the post-Mao lead-
tership, a CIA study shows.
Thejunclassificed report by
the :CIA National Foreign
‘Assessment Center went
,beygnd the usual scholarly
Janguage eontained in such
‘studieys; reporting, “‘imports..
are . taking off’ and ‘‘ex--
ports are-up across the
board.” The study said Chi-
na’s financial situation re-
mains healthy with an out-
| standing debt of $1.3 billion
|jwhich, the CIA said. “‘does

i
i
¢

-
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THE WASHINGTON POST

Article appeared 23 January 1979
on page A-7

e -

Soviets Defense
Outlav Estxmated

moemnd Preu .

The Central Intelligence’ Aﬂency es-
hmates the Soviet Union spent the
equwalent of $146 billion for defense
last yeaf. 45 percent more than the

United States’ $102 billion.< =~ """
A CIA® analysis released yesterday.
estimates the Soviets spent twice: as
much for strategic nuclear forces and
twice ‘as. much: for. nonnuclear wu:
fopces. G .» .r; o -
“*The Soviets spent more ior nuclear
land.: missiles, short-range nuclear
hombers, land forces, naval forces, and.
for tanks and other mobility forces,
chartgmthaznakysismdxcat& ey l
Th& Umted States spent more for
long'-rangev muciear bombers and tac-
ucahet fighters, the charts indicate.
"However,*: the analysis "said that~
-while the . higher-. Soviet military |
" spending is-“obviously related to capa- |
_ bility,” the spending -alone does. not |
" mean the Soviets are superior. z
-~ It said that assessment: would have
‘;to compare defense: strategy,. battle<
' scenarios, tactical readiness, weapons
;effectiveness, supply, morale- and can
! number of other considerations. - ®
‘;‘ The CIA also said US.- spending*
- was’_higher for support forces: pri-
" marily for the U.S. Coast Guard, head-
quarters personnel, :upply umts and.a
foreign military aid. - .

et
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?‘E’?ﬁa*i@ige

eraves

- up for 2 trip to the People’s Repub-

" tries solong out inthecold? - . =+

"And came to a perfectly obvious
-conclusion:->Ask the people most

‘ and, for who knows what reasons, a

‘that - graphxcally summarizes
China’'s cfeo"fraphy. economy.‘
history an ture. s

.gence Agency.;

'Among the many things you may.

- to-the-point analogies that put the

ol By JANE MORSE -

‘ u!.i: ~

l

{

i
kae a mushroommg nunber of ;
curious travelers, she was gearing

lic of China. But where do you go -
for Dackground iniormation on
‘“‘unknown’’ “areas? How do:you'
get briefed on-communist coun--

Being a reasoner, she reasozed.”

likely to be keeping track of “mys--
terv™ spots,. the Central Intelh-

So - she did." And~ xt~worked

never bave guessed about Ameri-
‘ca's superspies is that they’re into
-producing. ‘‘traveler’s aids’’ — so-
far, some 50 maps, six atlases,

-street guide to Leningrad. -

Now, thanks to China’s Iatest
leap forward in the tourist busi-"
ness, the CIA may even have a
semi-best seller on its hands. The
“Atlas of the People’s Republic of
China' ($6.50) is an uncommon
atlas and a fascinating work. It
offers 82 pithy pages of smoothly
and clearly presented. material

You like pictures — it's got plc-
‘tures. Lots of maps, of course, one
marking_ premier_ -sightseeing .
spots in Peking. Interspersed are | '

information into terms immedi-
ately comprehensxble to Westem-
-ers. . T e W
. What eIse the mtelhgence com-
munity has done for you lately in-
cludes producing - - another !
intriguing work, -the -‘“Indian’
Ocean Atlas (85.75). This one is
for far-out adventurers, of course,
since Zanzibar, the Laccadive Is-
lands, Mauritius and the rest are :
not vet places that rival Las Vegas
and New Orleans as tourist draws. |
Stay-at-homes who are also die- ;
hard romantics ought to eat it up |
anyvhow, Few if any guide books or ‘
other atlases so exphcxtly answer
" unspoken questions and explain, |
for instance, that ‘“Under these .
conditions (temperatures in ex-:
cess of 100 degrees), the body’s !

-aging $6-38), the pocket guides,

“folks. Again, they’'re conveniently

21 January 1979

coohrg mechanism is dxsnmted
the bodv sweats, but the sweat
does not evaporate, and thus cool;
any strenuous activity mcreases
the danger of heatstroke.”

Of course, the CIA is not alone !
‘among Us. govemmem agencxes

in pubhshmg what every tourist
'might conceivably want to know."
"The Defense Department, in fact,:
does some of the most: in-depth
“guide books” around, an*‘area
handbook’’ series,’ 105 volumes
covermgAfghamstan to Zambia.
"These are really for. serious
travelers as opposed to fun-in-the~
sun seekers, since they deal with
each nation’s history, politics and .
culture, not ‘““Where the stcos'

~Are” or ““How to Live in Style on 4

Cents a Day." Theyare nonethe-
less a good read’and don’t reqmre %
true grit to get through. -~ ‘
If you secretly like short cuts,
though, you can still consuit the
Defense Department. It's also'! |
done a group of pocket guides that
do get to tourist tips but summar- :
ize the rest of what you need to
know in order not to appear too !
stupid. They -were written  for '
service people, of course, so they |
cover mainly areas where we
have. troops stationed, include :
some useful phrases, a readmg list |
in case you're up to more, and (the"
best part) lots of basi¢ material
that sophisticated guide-book
writers forget that- first-timers
would like — and need —to know.

-And whereas  the- ‘area: hand-’
books have real book prices (aver-;

which really are pocket size and |

no thicker:than’ a checkbook cost

55cents t0 $1.80, R
. There’s also a senes of i mexpen- ‘

sive phrase books from the same '’

pocket-sized, range in cost from 75
cents to $1. 90 and easxly cover the:
most vital areas of tounst-to-!ocal
conversation in a ‘dozen. lan-
SLLges, s renchto. widiay,

The quasi pubhsheb-dxstnbutor
of all these works is the U.S. Gov- :
ernment Printing Office, and it
aims to please travelers who stay '
closer to home, too. Noteworthy is |
its hard-cover book “Presidents’" |

($8), which should be a boon to,

history-minded tourists. It's just .
what they need to plan a Lincoln ‘
Trip or a Truman Trip or even a
Presidents’ Boyhood Homes Trip, '
since it's full of “this is where it '
happened" and “this is how it is :

-are available from other govern- -

PRI

- “Soldiers and Braves' (57.10) is '
a stmilar work in that it narrates :
the sad vet stirring story of the In- |
dian Wars, with detailed attention ;
paid to pointing out the now-histor- :

ical places associated with it. i

of course, if -you're plaaning the:
See the Indians Trip, the Govern--
ment Printing Office is a prime
source of heip. from three publica- !
tions in particular: *“The Ameri-!
can Indians”. (subtitled “Answers-|
to 10t Que;uons”) “The Calendar::
of Indian Events,” and the map of i
Indian laads. -

Unfortunately, lots of what Lhe
government prints is neither as
good nor as useful as the works !
mentioned. That's why' vour best
bet is to look first, buy later. You
cando it two ways. Ifyou reon the
Toad somewhere and suddenly get
an itch to see if the GPO can con-
tribute to your knowledge, there
are bookstores in 20 cities that you -
candropi in on. One is m Phﬂadel-
phia. .., - LEET

Altemat.zvely, you oan check
your local libraries. A growing
number are now,“federal depos:-
tory libraries,” meamng they
should have lots of GPO's publica- .
tions or can arrange to borrow
what you want from the regional
library. - .. L s

Actually, your first move mxght
best be to write for the free “Con-
sumers Guide to Federal Publica-
tions’ (from the GPO,’ Washing-
ton, D.C. 20402), which gives titles
of subject lists, explains all about
ordering and tells about federal
publications (mainly maps) that

ment sources. :

- Someday maybe the- GIA will
even publish ‘‘Untold Spy Stories”
and provide the government with
a real best-seller. Meanwhile,
though, keep an eye out for more
good atlases.
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PAISLEY

WE'VE GOT TO CAP THIS OFF PRETTY SOON!!
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Article appeared 25 January 1979
on page 9

R

Panel asks -

FBI probe
in CIA death

United Press International :

WASHINGTON — Citing “troubling gquestions”
about the case, the Senate Intelligence Committee yes-
terday asked the FBI to look into the material it has com-
piled on John Paisley, a CIA consultant who dl.sappeared
Jlastfall. ©
~ Sen. Birch Bavh (D-Ind.) the committee chauman,
! sent the material to-Attorney General Griffin Bell, tell-

ing him “a number of troubling questions remain” and to
keep the committee informed of developments. .
Bayh released no other information, saying the FBI !
should have a chance to investigate first. 1
- Paisley disappeared last September after sailing out
on Maryland’s Chesapeake Bay in his 31-foot sloop,
“Brillig.” The boat ran aground with no one aboard. AI
- week later, a body — shot behind the ear and welghted
" down with diving belts — was found.
The body was officially identified. as Paisley’s, but
his estranged wife and others have expressed doubts, be-
" cause none of the famlly saw the corpse before crema-
" tion,
- A source close to the intelligence commmee investi-
. gation said the panel is satisfied that the body was Pais-
- ley’s but has not drawn a conclusion on how he died.
) Although Paisley, 55, had retired as a CIA agent in
1974, he was still working as a consultant on the impor-
tant job of analyzing Soviet military capabilities —
" meaning he had access to top secret information.

A number of theories have been advanced in the case
— that Paisley was-a troubled middle-aged man who
. committed suicide; that he was. a Soviet spy for the
. Kremlin and was knocked off by the CIA or spirited
away by. Kremlin agents after his real role was discov-

ered; that he ‘was caught in the war between the old
i’guard and new-guard ai the CIA. ~ - l i

T
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24 January 1979

. ByRICHARDSANDZA *:-.%-

.. andJOETRENTO °~ : - .7.~

EEEE S

The .U.S. Senate intelli e-n.c;'

‘committee yesterday decided to
‘ask the U.S. Justice?Department.
E.o -join im’its investigation.into.

: d‘g:;gehn& queggdons”; a&out' the
y arance possible death
Q‘.‘of CIA official John A. Paisley. .
1 . The- case goes to the .Juslticet
;.@I_)epartment_ with explosive na-
~ tional security questions attached
-to it, including the possibility that
: Paisley was a KGB double agent
-who left the CIA- with valuable.
_Secrets or that he was murdered
: because he discovered who had
. penetrated the CIA.as a “‘mole,” |
“.ordouble agent. . - ... 3

e St >
=~ Paisley’s total access to the CIA:
s-computer system-and the most’
;. important agency secrets also has;
- raised questions about the suc+
cessful enforcement of upcoming;
SALT agreement with the Soviet]
Uxéxon;ﬁ_&ee . e

. Com chairman Sen. Birch]
Bayh;:.D-Ind., yesterday called:
Attorney’ General Griffin B. Bell
to--tell him of the committee's
_request,-a source said. ‘It iy not
;Eknown whether Bell will agree to.
;i" do.the investigation for thefcom~i
" mittee: 3 . . 7 cadei ol
3« If the Justice Departmenit starts
aninvestigation, the~committeesx
will close down its,probe and turmn:|

. any new leadsioyer tothe agency =
: The-FBI. has. jurisdiction oves?
yeounterintelligence matters. : 253
- Saurces close to the Senate- Se:y/
§lect’ Cammitiee- on Intelligence
% said the.decision came under ex-
' treme pressuie from members of
Congress and the press who have

_ raised questions about Paisley, a
retired senior."CIA - official . who

Justice
drawn into
inquiry -
on Paisley .

“put by a source privy to the com-
* ‘mittee’discussions. T
#5 Such+ ~a-

disappeared Sept. 24. 57 s
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~ Much of the pressure has been
“generated by articles in the News-
Journal . papers that reported
Paisley’s role in the nation’s intel- :
ligence network and later reveal- .,
-ed discrepancies in the methods =
used to identify a body believed ta: |
_be that of Paisley: Otherimewsi
-organizations have picked-up the.
“story and- begun hounding. the*
‘Senate committee, the ‘source:
‘saids . v ISR - £ '
" The ‘committee decision to cali
* on Bellito help in the probe, the
source .5aid,” came because the
'sress has been “beating down our |
- door in the past few days.”
:7: The committee yesterday asked
% Bell to help cleg.r;up--loose\ends
- related tothe Paisley case.- ~ °
'z The committee wants to moni-.
“tor the Justice Department inves-
tigation to make sure the commit-
- tee “doesn’t leave the fox in the
- hen house totally unguarded,” as

cooperative
- arrangement is considered unique
. since the FBI is part-of the execu-
“tive “branch” and ‘the General

. Accounting Office normally inves-
tigates for the congressional or
legislative branch. -~ ... ..~

~ ‘The committee’s probe came at.
the urging of Sen. William V.
Roth Jr., R-Del., who cited the
News-Journal articles. -~ .~ - %

The committee agreed to have
its staff turn over the material
discovered since its investigation
began in October, a few days.
after a body was found floating in.
Chesapeake Bay . near the site
where Paisley was last seen sail-
ing his stoop Brillig. The man had
‘been killed by a single, d¢lose~

range gunshot tothehead..: . .1 '

The body was identified as Pais-
ley's, apd Maryland State Policel]
,r%i(lled he probably committed sui<
cide. - - 7 RT3 RIS

*The committee investigation
wés aimed at looking into wheth<
‘éf+ there was a connection bel
‘tween Paisley’s death and a
series of security breaches relat-
ed to the K-11 spy satellite sys?
tei. Paisley was one of the men
who was involved in the develoip-
ment of that system, the keystone
of the nation's strategic surveil-:
lancesystem. - . 0T
" ‘Since the investigation began
the Senate committee has had
problems handling the investiga-

tion. “We are not police

gost¥
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investigators,”: :. committe
spokesman Spencer Davis said i
December. ““We keep learnin
more about this guy.” < * -
- Sources on the committee have!
spoken. about: the CIA lack of,
cooperation with the committee’s;
probe. . *They just don't want to
tell us anything about this guy,”
one Sourcesaid. . ~ |
The Paisley affair began: with
the CIA refusing to identify Pais-!
ley as anything more than a low=
level analyst. Actually, Paisley,’
55, retired in 1974 from the CIA as'
deputy -director of the office of:
strategic research —.one of the
ClA’'stop100posts..- . . 5
. Earlier : this.. month; -however;
-the CIA told afeporter. that Pais.
ley was aof',:rrilliant analyst.” . .3
- - In a short time after he retired}
Paisleg was back working for the |
CIA, this time as a contract em-|
ployee.' When: he disappeared;:
Paisley was preparing a highly |
sensitive report about the strate-,
gic capability of the Soviet Union. :
- At the time he vanished, Paisley”
was working for the Washington':
office of the international ac:|
counting firm of Coopers & Ly: !
brand. He was'about to finish a '
six-month contract when he van: |
ished in the Chesapeake Bay. |
- The: committee is disturbed
about several discrepancies in the

: CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8

identification of the body: fljhati
identification was done by the:
FBI and the Maryland State,l?o-1
lice. The FBI did the fingerprint
identificalion because the Mary-.
land State medical examiner, Dr. !
Russell K. Fisher, *couldn’t get!
prints off the body so he amputat-
E‘dB tIhe hands and sent them to the

.- The FBI took dermal prints —
from a lower layer of skin —and -
matched them to the what the
FBI said were the only set of
_Paisley prints. available in the
country, obtained in 1940 when he’
‘mailed tl;emh.‘t} the FBI office:in
1 Phoenix; - Arizi" Other Paisley
~prints had been inadvertently de-
stroyed by the FBL. s 43t 3k etiy

-+ Two months later, the News-.
Journal papers discovered a full'f
“set’of Paisley “prints”in the;]
.records of his days in'the Mer-
‘chant Marines. " - < -
. The other part 6f the identifica- '
tion was done by checking an |
’-ugger dental plate found in’ the:
‘body. That plate was -identified |
when Paisley’s dentist “eyeball-'
ed” it because he didn’t have any
dental records for .Paisley:: In
November, the dentist, Dr. Klbert '
Brendes, ‘said the plate ‘‘could
have been a million people’s den-

ture.” - |
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Paisley’s death believed linked to CIA,

major:security breach

" Washington (NYT)—Authoritative. government offi-"
cials believe the mysterious death last September of John
Arthur Paisley, the retired Ceatral Intelligence Agency
nuclear arms expert, may be linked to 2 major internal se-
curity breach affecting the.CIA. ..~ -, 7~ &« iwe 5 -

This conclusion is based to-a significant extent on th
discovery that “current” top secret ClA:documents—and
‘pot .papers of a lower classification, as be-
‘liéved earlier—had been found, after Mr. Paisiey’s disap-
-pearance, at three places: aboard his sloop, the Brillig in
“his W apartment, and in his office at a public:ac-.
countant firm where be had held an administrative post-in
-the last five months of his life. *~~z-.. . ooz
. Mr. Paisley, 55, disappeared September 24 and his div-
‘ing belt-laden body, with a bullet-wound to the head, was
“discovered October 1 in the Chesapeake Bay near the
.mouth of the Patuxent River and about 15 miles north of

where the Brillig was found off Point Look In. D
" The fact that Mr. Paisley had access to super-secret in-
“telligence data for years after his formal retirement from
“the CIA and a year after he was said to have completed a
sensitive consultative assignment for the agency was dis--
-closed privately yesterday by government sources.
-+ It also was learned that Col. Norman Wilson, a retired
>Ajr Force intelligence official and the last. man to-have
-talked with Mr. Paisley: before his disappearance, left
Monday for Australia with his wifez.«x.- - = ...,

An unidentified man answering the telephone at the
Wilson home on Chesapeake Bay described it as a three-ju
or four-month-long trip that.had been planned for some
time. But government sources expressed surprise at his
departure while the investigation of Mr. Paisley’s death is

The new information came to light as the Senate Select

_Committee-on Intelligence’ asked the Federal Bureau of
Investigation to take.over, in effect, its three-month in-
quiry into this latest CIA mystery.

..~ The committee said it had-takea the action Wednesday
because it had come across “a number of troubling ques-"

over mmwmm*mmmm' the . United-
States” -+ koI F R Ex{ S
Government sources said it is Dot possible™to rule out
the theory that the' Paisley affair touches on the
of a Soviet “mole”—a deep-cover Soviet agent planted in-
side the agency—and the dead officer’s knowledge there-
of. The theory-has been the: subject. of - speculation for
= At first, the CIA claimed the-documents in-Mr. Pais-,
ley’s possession:were relatively unim t papers clas-
sified “for internal use only.”, . - - sy S, L.
. Later it acknowledged that Mr. Paisley bad kept mate-
rials pertaining to the top secret comparative study of-So-
viet nuclear eapabiiities conducted in:late 1977. by aCIA
group and an outside panel of known as *“Team B.”

 after his formal retirement as deputy chief of the Office of
'SmteﬂcBl!EIl'Ch - e - R . L

.2.% Most investigators now accept the fact that the body_"
“recovered from the bay was actually that of Mr. Paisley, 2

+ The CIA also admitted M&,ngﬂm as.
coordinator of “TAMB.Y - Lauiss iviciic s MRam > -

THE BALTIMORE SUN
26 January 1979

—'11-. .

_ The agency, including its director, Stansfield Turner,
also was said to have initially misinformed tbe White
House and the Senate cbmmittee concerning-Mr. Paisley’s
-actual importance during his formal CIA career and after-{
ward. It was called an effort to portray Mr. Paisley as
simply a CIA analyst while, in reality, he had participated;
.in numerous top-level clandestine intelligence operations.
‘. Government sources said specifically that Mr. Pais-
ley’s documents were .“over and_above!” the “Team B”
pers: that were also found aboard the sloop. They said

aﬁepamlwhyMr.Paisleyhadthedocnmentsforsolnng

"~ Normally, the sources said; documents of this nature
“would never be removed from CIA headquarters in
. mw,vL o ST
" The: committee, according to its chairman, Senator
- Birch Bayh (D., Ind.), had interviewed CIA officials along
with others in the course of its investigation. But. sources
“ said, the CIA-had been: less than forthcoming. This may
have been: one of the reasons for turning the inquiry over
:to the'JusﬂceDebﬂm ‘nt B - id e '1:;-- c o
" The committee has an oversight function in inteili-
gence matters, but it is not equipped to undertake an in~ -
depth investigation such as in the Paisley case. L

point that earlier had been in doubt. -

They said that by peeling off a second layer of skin
from the fingers of one of Mr. Paisley’s hands the FBI was -
able to establish his identity after matching it with a set of
fingerprints taken im 1941. - - - -

However, the mystery remains as to the circumstances -
of his death. While it was first described as a suicide, the
.Maryland State Police subsequently: concluded be died of

s“undetermined causes,” - sl ¢ ki tedn

! . Many- investigators-tend.fo-believe-that:Mr. Paisley
' was murdered, but there appear to be no clues so faras to:
by whom andwhy. < ;'v:«j_"“&’tjf'_' Pl R B

i.. Among the troubling- questions in the Paisley case is
‘the relationship he had witr Yuri L Nosenko, the highest- -
:ranking officer of the KGB, the Soviet intelligence service,

iever to defect to-the United States. -~ =+ - % % uv-
!, _ Mr. Nosenko, whose-status as a real defector remains
.controversial 15 years after his: arrival in the:US,, had .
_been interrogated by Mr: Paisley among other CIA offi-
:cials. Subsequentiy. the ta men became friendy; and gov-.

LT e ) L I
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, '?aisle}”sdeathbeﬁe"f’dlinked to CIA;‘

major security breach|

Washington (NYT)—Authoritative government offi-
cials believe the mysterious death last September of John
Arthur Paisley, the retired Central Intelligence Agency
nuclear arms expert, may be linked to a major internal se-
curity breach affecting the. CIA. = -~ « < - -

This conclusion is based to a significant extent on the
discovery that “current” top secret CIA:documents—and
not two-year-old papers of a lower classification, as be-

‘liéved earlier—had been found, after Mr. Paisley’s disap-
pearance, at three places: aboard his sloop, the Brillig; in
-his Washington apartment, and in his office at a public ac-
countant firm where he had held an administrative post-in
- the last five months of his life. *~>i>p, o mEn o
 Mr. Paisley, 55, disappeared September 24 and his div-
“ing belt-laden body, with a bullet wound to the head, was
“discovered October 1 in the Chesapeake Bay near the
.mouth of the Patuxent River and about 15 miles north of
where the Brillig was found off Point Look In.
" The fact that Mr. Paisley had access to super-secret in-
“telligence data for years after his formal retirement from
‘the CIA and a year after he was said to have completed a

sensitive consultative assignment for the agency was dis-
closed privately yesterday by government sources. ‘
- It also was learned that Col. Norman Wilson, a retired
“Air Force intelligence official and the last man to have

-talked with Mr. Paisley before his:disappearance, left
Monday for Australia with his wifex.-= IR

An unidentified man answering the telephone at the
Wilson home on Chesapeake Bay described it as a three-ju
or four-month-long trip that had been planned for some
time. But government sources expressed surprise at his
departure while the investigation of Mr. Paisley’s death is
being expanded. . ' S
The new information came to light as the Senate Select

Committee. on Intelligence asked the Federal Bureau of
Investigation to take over, in effect, its three-month in-
quiry into this latest CIA mystery.

o The committee said it had-taken the action Wednesday
because it had come across “a number of troubling ques=-

tions,” and because the FBI has-“primary jurisdiction'

: ey e D TN L

over counter-intelligence * matters.-within - the United-
States” . ar by adE o Argo o
Government sources said it is not possible to rule out
the theory that the'Paisley affair touches on the existence
of a Soviet “mole”—a deep-cover Soviet agent planted in-
side the agency—and the dead officer’s knowledge there-
of. The theory-has been the subject of speculation, for
years inside and outside the intelligence community. -~# .
" At first, the CIA claimed the-documents in-Mr. Pais-.
ley’s possession:were relatively unimportant: papers clas-
sified “for internal use only.” .- auncr-sph'e e,
Later it acknowledged that Mr. Paisley had kept mate-
rials pertaining to the top secret comparative study of-So-
viet nuclear eapabilities conducted in late 1977. by aCIA |
group and an outside panel of experts known as “Team B.”

B e

" The CIA also admitted that Mr. Paisley had served as.
coordinator of “Team B.”. .. ..:t:a . AR

The agency, including its director, Stansfield Turner,
also was said to have initially misinformed the White
House and the Senate committee concerning Mr. Paisley’s
actual importance during his formal CIA career and after-
ward. It was called an effort to portray Mr. Paisley as4
simply a CIA analyst while, in reality, he had participated.

.in numerous top-level clandestine intelligence operations.
 Government sources said specifically that Mr. Pais-
ley’s documents were “‘over and_above” the “Team B”
papers that were also found aboard the sloop. They said
that the CIA was unable or unwilling to explain to-the Sen-
ate panel why Mr. Paisley had the documents for so long
after his formal retirement as deputy chief of the Office of
 Strategic Research, - © :T U TTTTLL s - '
- Normally, the sources said, documents of this nature
would never be removed from CIA headquarters in
Langley,Va. . - - no oo e aoc
"~ The: committee, according -to its chairman, Senator
- Birch Bayh (D., Ind.), had interviewed CIA officials along
with others in the course of its investigation. But, sources
said, the CIA had been: less than forthcoming. This may
have been one of the reasous for turning the inquiry over
“to the-Justice Department. ;Y == l'2v" R
" The committee has an oversight function in intelli-
gence matters, but it is not equipped to undertake an in- -
depth investigation such as in the Paisley case. : L
..» Most investigators now accept the fact that the bedy °
“récovered from the bay was actually that of Mr. Paisley, a
point that ' ' o

earlier had been in doubt. pete
They said that by peeling off a second layer of skin
from the fingers of one of Mr. Paisley’s hands the FBI was
able to establish his identity after matching it with a set of
fingerprints taken in 1941. -~ - -
However, the mystery remains as to the circumstances
,of his death. While it was first described as a suicide, the
'Maryland State Police subsequently: concluded he died of
-*yndetermined causes.” : i 5T i vk S
. .. Many investigators tend fo-believe- that Mr. ‘Paisley -
‘was murdered, but there appear to be no clues so far as to
. e ey DT 3, S

Lok W Vou .

bywhomand why, < % SO0 0o PEELS.
.. Among the troubling questions in the Paisley case is

-the relationship he had.with-Yuri L Nosenko, the highest- -
. ranking officer of the KGB, the Soviet intelligence service,

. ever to defect to the United States. =7 2: - % i i~ i
".__Mr. Nosenko, whose'status as a real defector remains
controversial 15 years after his arrival in the:US., had .
been interrogated by Mr.-Paisley among other- CIA offi-:

cials, Subsequeritiy: the two men became friends, and gov-..
GONTINUED
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further explored by the FBIL. :

Another puzzling point is information obtained by in-
vestigators that Mr. Paisley had often sailed from the
Brillig’s mooring on Colonel Wilson’s property in Solo-
mons, Calvert county, to sparsely inhabited Hooper Island
on the bay’s Eastern Shore. -

Some government officials think there could be consi-
derable significance in this regular sailing pattern but
would not elaborate on it further. - .

Among the coincidences involving Mr. Paisley is that
Coopers & Lybrand, the public accountant firm that em--
ployed him in the last months of his life, had acted for 20
years—until 1973—as auditors for Air America, Inc,, the:
secretly owned CIA airline that had operated in Indochina
and elsewhere. R T

In 1974, when the CIA divested itself of Air America,
Coopers & Lybrand, one of the largest in the country, per-
formed the evaluation of the airline’s asseis. :

: A spokesman for the firm said yesterday that the com-
pany had been unaware until about 1973 that Air America
was a CIA front. Such ignorance was common among the.
numerous organizations dealing with-the agency’s secretly
owned property. -~ g - R

I .
B e

4

G .Omn,Tadsm;igzi‘.uv e 2

Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8



ARTICLE APPEAR
"ON PAGE éng/

-

- astaley’:,andcremued. S o

* word that Paisley posseased no secrets

-oursmemu

f. gated fof years, Unconvinced of the |
. defector’s bona fides, the old guard at-
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-7 ESSAY

Shthy
.- Toves -
3 Of C. I‘~—A

mmw to Jotn‘Anmn»’

. Paisley, aSovl-tanalystfurtbeC.I.A.
. A week later, a wa!

: body was:
tamdwtt.hahnetmthebackotthe

. bead; theeorpuwashucuymed

[ TR

Stansﬂddhm t!nformuNaval
pusnnmwrmngtbeC.l.A. put out

" and,his death was a simple suicide:
_*“I'm standing on the fine statement by
theMaryhndSmPo!ice,”hesﬁd.

. ‘thattbqseamevldmceoﬂoulphy

-
"o § PRI e S

BmPaislqbasamninthemiddle‘

o!thcyutquemmthtdmdatbe

.. U.S intelligence community: Is there

now a “mole’” —a Soviet penetrator —
. highinthe C.I.A., who was responsible
~ for last year's mwblc lenkage of

s

ddectedwtheWettmdasuradthe
o+ C.LA. that Lee Harvey Oswald had not
beentninedasanlsusindm'inghls
‘stay in the US.S.R. But the C.I.A.’s

_counterintelligence chief, James An-
gleton, believed -Nosenko. to be a.
“plant’®; with the tacit approval of At-
- torney General Nicholas Katzenbach, -
" Nosenko was confined and interro-’

——— -

th:C.I.A.ﬂmﬂymh;manewldm-
ﬁtyamlammp? —n—.--‘ .,.g‘ J--4

NEW YORK TIMES
22 JANUARY 1979

Came the rmd-?O’s revoluuon at Lhe 1

Since the possxbly murdered Mr.

C.LA., a group of not-so-Young Turks | Paisiey appreciated the Wonderiand |

tookover,led by William Coiby, deter- ;
mined to seivage the agency by vility-. |
ing its old guard and making them '

- scapegoats for ‘‘dirty tricks.” The. |
Helms-Angleton fypes’ were labeled ~
 “paranoid” — and part of the be- |

. smirching of their reputations was the .
charge that Nosenko had been,har-
-'asedcmellyratherthanweloaz)ed.

-." Tbeold guard lashed back: In “‘Leg- ;
end.” by Edward J. Epstein, the case |
. was made that Nosenko was partof a |
K.G B. coverup for assassin Oswald. |
'rbe old guard man who interrogated -
Nw-nko refuted the highly pubhr.imd

As’ the battle raged, with media
_* champions being fed ‘by both sides,

MrnmbrwghtdefecmNosenho
Iy he bosom of the C.1.A. and made
; a top anaiyst. There, the defector -
was befriended by John Arthur Pais-
ley, who was originally recruited by
hud-unerAngietm now Paisley is

TheSenam lntelligeneeCamnittee
wants to know whetber Paisley was
‘the mole, or whether Paisley learned

"> who the mole was — and was killed be-
# fore be could pass it on..Senators are
.= furjous at Mr. Turner’s attempt: to
- minimize Paisley’s agency signifi-
. cance. An intelligence boss may have
"_to issue a false cover story publicly,

" but it is against the law for him to mis-
lendanoversightcommitteehsecret

“ session. (Tad Szulc, in the New York

<. Times Magazine; revealed that Pais.
i.ley was the man who drafted the con-
~.¢~m:ial *“Team: B” report-waming
dmhnxa:psande:pamiouim)

f-fmsschnsmlntbewoﬂdofus in-
.. telligence — where only the hardliners
+...have been getting fired, indicted or
-+ rubbed out — is no mere settling of in-
; .- tramural scores. Either view may be-
- mistaken, tat if it turns out that the
‘... old-line doubters are right — and not
the *“parancids’ they are depicted as
‘bdng—thenmmﬂomlseumtyhas
heuserlmlymkmed.,r 4

LT The ‘concrete suspld?ms of No-
S senhohavamverbem resojved,” says -
- Tennant Bagley, former deputy chief
.. of the CILA.’s Soviet bloc division. “It
o lslnaponsibletoexpnseclandsdne}

s: personpel to this individual.” The cur-
: " reat top brass are taking unnecessary

d:mtodemonstrateeon&mpttof

Hcs-chlmul!sgln. . ‘:'-“'x

. BoadBrilligdadthcbccﬂ:hsp&a S
- Snosch Paisiey spnmbelonhcbubbcd
All flimsey were the alibis. . .
‘Whhzhcmolclanghs. mgmbbcd:

wordpiay of Lewis Carroll, letmgo {
bomsmmighaglass.daﬂdy. ‘

Beware the Family Jewels, my son
The leaks that spring, the tips from '
¢ Smershe— -

, Taste not Nosenho’s Plont, and shun

- The myriad Seymourhersh!

“Golitzen to tthdgityman

Go find who serves another skipper;
Promotion lies with those whocan -

'Wiuonforthcmab(cblppcr

Buthghm Langley’s rmhhc stand.s.
Jawermo(c. untouched is hg—
’ heel, a friend of Stan’. s, -

~-

-\
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%+ . RICHARDSANDZA .’
* WASHINGTON - The FBI has
changed its story about the origin
of the fingerprints used to identify
the body of John A. Paisley, a
veterantop CIA official. - - ~.-
: FBI spbkesman Thomas Har-
rington said Friday the finger-
prints used to identify the body
found in Chesapcake Bay — and
identified as Paisley — were mail-
ed to the FBI by Paisley when he
was 17 years old. In several earli-

er statements the FBI said -that!

Paisley came to the FBI in Phoe-
nix, Ariz,,and asked to be finger-'
printed. . i T A R0
" If the prints were in fact mailed"
to the agency, there is no way of
being certain that they were really-

o d

-1

Paisley's. .,..*. 3; Flmes a0t
' “Asked why, Paisley woiild maii
in his own fingerprints, Harring-
ton drew a parallel to his two sons
who are fingerprinting each other
as work on the Boy Scout “‘finger-
print merit badge.” Lo

Paisley disappeared while sail-
ing bis sloop Brillig on.Sept. 24,
The boat washed ashore ~.without

. Paisley - the next day; The; body

identified as Paisley. was found
floating inthebayonOct. 1. - 4
. After the body was identified as
Paisley’s the Maryland State Po-
lice $aid his death probably was a
suicide. "7 vl -
+"Trying to sort out the confusion
is the Senate Intelligence Commit-
tee, which has asked for all avail-
able sets of fingerprints attributed
to Paisley, including sets discov-
ered in the Merchant Marine files:
By the News-Journal papers.’ . : i\
:1’An' . additional -, identification
problem has been created by the|
;statéments of Dr. Russell S. Fish~
.r,’, {he Maryland stale medical ‘
.~ examiner, who signed the autopsy:,
~report and death.certificate.. He:

- has offered several versions,on the

.exact size of the.body identified as’
o Paisley's. © i) et vy
."*'When the CIA ‘was first’asked
i about Paisley's connections to the

‘- agency. it described him -as -a

¥ “Tow-level employee,”. This week,
‘i the CIA said Paisley was a-tbril-

" liant analyst.’" Before he retired in:
711974 . Paisley - served ‘as rdeputy;
P director of strategic research, one

- of the top people in the U.S. intelli«

_gence community,~ - § 5 e
. Paisley’s fate could have consid-!
- erable impact on'the effectiveness

“of a U.S.-Soviet SALT agreement. 'f

*A.man who had access to the na--
i tion’s top secrets and helped iri the:
:development of the U.S. KH-11 spy

“ satellite system/ Paisley or' his :
“knowledge would be welcomé in -
- the Soviet Union. , <7 o0 2 7. 4
«* Doubts ‘ about ' Paisley’s - identi; -
. fication were first raised by his es--
stranged wife, who never saw-the-
- body  fished from .the bay.: The

“hody -was later .cremated. She,
“'hired a lawyer and an investigator-

.additional comment. . . . .t
* - FBI spokesman Harrington said :

-to.]look intothe case. = ' 7 tiuag
3 'f‘\__ T S FE R T T, (3 SRR i‘-?’.".v"i

autopsy:;‘réport, “said . that. the

edical . examiner ; Fisher's
corpse was 5 feet 11 inches tall ,‘
andf weighed 144 pounds. An FBJ;
report to the medical examiner'
stated that the corpse's prints
matched those on file for a Jack
_Paisley, 5feet Tinches tall. -~ «;
. Fisher told United Press Inter;
national last week that he was
angry about News-Journal stories
about the size difference. He ex=
plained, “‘Some flunky measured
it (the body) in the baf and said it
appeared to be 5-7, I faid him out |
on. the floor and measured him
myself and damn it, he was § foot,
11. Anybody who says he is 5-7is ..
.’ UPI reporter Daniel Gilmore
says a series of obscenities fol-
lowed. .~ -~ . -t

Fisher told Sunday News Jour-
nal reporters in November that he
correcled the FBI's report that
Paisley was 5-7. He said the body!
was definifely 5-11. .

Records Fisher made available.
to a Sunday News Journal report;
er at the time of the interview
showed the only mention of 5-7 was
on a letter to Fisher from the FBI
identifying the prints as those of
Jack Paisley. LRI

_ Fisher said at the time that |

“Paisley was slight, a little fuy." o
. Muddying the waters |

urther

about Paisley’s size is the last:
man to sec Paisicy the day he |
disappearcd, Stale Dcpartment

official Michael V. Yohn. Yohn!
and his now-estranged wife
Gretchen first met Paisley in 19721
when they bought a sailboat from |
him. Yohn said Paisley “was a:
sligcht man, no more than 58 and |
very slender. I am 6-2 and he was |
a lot shorter than I.was. I don't
‘understand Fisher'astatements.,"”. t

Fisher could not be reache,q.fogi

no other prints could be found for
Paisley anywhere in the governs
ment except the ‘‘do-it-yourself” . -
prints Paisley sentin. . o
Harrington asked a News-Jour-
nal reporter ta send the FBI a |
copy .of. the ‘Merchant Marine
prints. hecause “we still haven’t .
been able to find our own copy.”
The Sunday News Journal obtain-
ed its copy through a routine infor-
mation request from -the Coast |
Guard records just three blocks !
from the FBI buildi SRR

) SR

ng..i: i
.- - On another front, ffarrington ex- .

pressed doubt aboutthe CIA’s con-;
tention that it does not maintain |
fingerprints on agency employces. !
Harrington explaincd that not only -
are prints taken and filed for agen- |
cy cmploycees but since many CIA |
staff member . are assigned to |
other government agencies, multi-
ple sets of prints are made to be
forwarded. . '
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Justice Department gets

Ve eeww npae R

dataon Paisley death

Ay .

Washiagton—Prompted by the discov-
ery of new and apparently “troubling” ev-
_idence, the Senate Intelligence Committee
“has turned over to the Justice Department
- afl. information on the death of John A.
Paisley, the former CIA official whose
body was .found October: L. in the Chesa- |
peakeBay. . - -5 T 5 .
In a letter to Griffin B. Bell, the-Attor-
ney general, Senator Birch Bayh (D., Ind.),.-
the . Intelligence Committee. chairman,: |
pointedly noted that the:decision: to turn:3]
. the information over to:the department.
was made because the FBI has-“primary’
jurisdiction over counter-inteiligeace mat- -
tem"_ : . L . ‘-f,’,)h,‘:§ < :“;-,:_j_ ) ;’A‘-{-'. , -
Mr, Bayh and another: committee offi-
- cial refused to elaborate. But the implica-
_tion s that the new evidence in the investi-'
- gation of the one-time-deputy: director of
. the Central Intelligence Agency’s Office of .
! Strategic Research may point to foreign.
; spy activity within the United States... =
‘. ; Sources said the new evidence centers
" on documents found on Mr. Paisley’s boat.
in the Chesapeake Bay and at his apart-]
ment. - . M 0w B
Mr. Paisley, 55, was found shot in the-
head a week after his boat, the Brillig, ran
aground with no oae aboard at Point Look |
In‘ N B -
After a lengthy investigation, Mary-
land State Police decided that Mr. Paisley,
who died from a 9-mm. bullet wound be-
hind the left ear, probably committed sui-
cide, but reached no firm conclusion. . .}
4 Although Mr. Paisley. was.koown. to:

-Senate Intelligence Committee, except to
-say: “We will be delighted if they get to
“the conclusion” of the investigation into
‘M. Paisley'sdeath. - & 7
¢-In a prepared statement, the commit~

& =»Based on available information. IMr.

1
1
i

N

By THOMAS B.EDSALL. - S
Wa:hmmﬂunquof The Sun » ’

~

keep a pistol aboard his sioop, o gun was
ever found. His body was weighted down
with 38 pounds carried oo a diving beit.

. The CIA initially attempted to down-
play ‘Mr. Paisley’s activities with the
agency, although it was later disclosed
that he had retired in 1974 only to be hired
as’a consultint to work on analysis of So-
viét nuclear activities. = S
. Yesterday, a spokesman for the CIA
refused to comment oa the action of the

Bayh| told Bell that a aumber of troubling:

_questions remain. - "
“He added that because of the FBI's
primary jurisdiction over counter-intelli--
ence matters within the US,, be had in-
‘$tructed _the- Intelligence Committee's |
staff to see that all information gathered
by. the committee is made immediately

_available to the Justice Deparument.”

_ There have been a number of reports
" that in his work for the CIA, Mr. Paisley
. participated in the development of a se-

cret. manual on the US. spy- satellite

-called KH-11. : Ce

. The KH-11 document was a key part of

"the espionage trial of William P. Kam-

piles, a former CIA empioyee sentenced to

44 years in jail. Kampiles was convicted |

of stealing the manual and selling it to a

Soviet agent in Athens for 33,009;;323;_" -

ppppp
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Panel Urges Investigation in C.L.A. Officer’s Deathi

By ANTHONY MARRO
Specialte The New York Times

WASHINGTON, Jan. 24 — The Senate-
Intelligence Committee today asked the
Justice Department to investigate a num-
ter of “‘troubling .questions’’ that it had
been unable to answer in its own investi.
gation into the death of John A. Paisley,
the former Central Intelligence Agency
analyst whose body was found floating in
Chesapeake Bay last autumn. .

A spokesman for the committee, Spen-
cer Davis, said he could not discuss what :
sort of “troubling questions’’ the commit- :
tee wanted answered, but he said that the
comumittee and its staff felt the questions-i
were such that a referral of the matter to
the Federal Bureau of Investigaion was
*alegitimate courseof action.”” _ . 4%

A

25 JANUARY 1979

The body of Mr. Paisley, who had been posed, questions were also raised about
shot in the head with a S-millimeter bul- whether it actually was the body of the|
let, was found in the bay one week after former C.1.A. officer. T
his boat, the *“Brillig"” had run aground - Although no one connected with the
on the western shore of Chesapeake Bay. ' Senate committee would openly discuss
The Maryland state police concluded ! the matter, one Government source said
after an investigation that he probably: that the committee did not doubt that the
had committed suicide. = .. - ; body recovered was that of Mr. Paisley.

Since Mr. Paisley’s death, however, ai “We don't think that he’s going to show
number of news organizations have' upinRedSquare,” hesaid. o
raised questions about the:apparent sui-, _ Because of the sensitive nature of Mr.
cide, noting that Mr. Paisley had contin-| Paisely’s work for the agency, which in-
ued to do sensitive work for the Central | voived assessments of Soviet strategic
Intelligence Agency after.his retirement ; strength, and because there were no wit-1
from the agency in 1974, and suggesting . nesses to confirm that he had committed
that perhaps Soviet intelligence agents: suicide, the Senate committee began 2
weresomehowinvolved. . " 1 i inquiry of its own last October.

" As a result of a number of problems| . Yesterday, Senator Birch Bayh, the .
concerning identification of the body, diana Democrat who heads the commil
which was badly bloated and de_com-!

jatthecase.  r¢& oo Tuo
i A spokesman for Mr. Bell, Terrence
[Adamscn, said thers-was some question
about whether the F.B.1. has jurisdicti
in the case, but that it might be able to in-
vestigate the matter as. a crime on
,_highseasorasaposibpmmimcﬂl-
igencematter. + o7 cere Zamfubiy’
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i AGE L T

Asks FBI probe
of dead CIA aide'

By JOSEPH VOLZ

Washmgton (News Bureau) ——Sen. Bn‘ch
‘Bayh (D-Ind.),.chairman of the Senate Intelli-:
gence Committee, said yesterday that “troubl ,
ing questions” remain-about the death.of re-
tired CIA official, Johxt Palsley He asked the-,
FBI to investigate... " Dt

A v
It was thought that- Paisley either committed sui:
cide or was murdered on: his sloop, the Brillig, whﬂc
he was saiding in Chesapeake day last September. * 34

But it is not the~circumstances of. his death.<wd
Maryland medical examiners ruled it was suicide — as
much as Pajsley’s achvitxuthht he CIA that interest.

the comnnttee._ PIURTYCC e

"counterintelligence matter& with: the United Statess}
I've. instructed “our: staft to. ‘see that all our-informa-
- tion:is made immediately “available to- your peopie,

Bayb told Attorney Gcnera.l Gntfm Ben. =

_‘Ccmltanﬁ' for CIA

Pmslcy a- top- expert on. Soviet xmmary matters
when he retired. in 1974, ‘was: portrayed merely;as an
analyst .by- CIA ‘officials. when he died. The agency

“later conceded that he had contmued on thc CEA..
payroll as a “consulstant.”™ . - B ;

In the intervening months the Wilmington;..(Del.)
News Journal. reported. that Paisley was a pioneer in|

- planning -the U-2 spy plane program and had worked
-0 the KH-11 spy satellite system — a key tooli .- - .3
verifying the number of Soviet strategic missiles. Pais-
- ley also had worked in recent years on a top pnority
CIA study evaluating the Soviet missile threat.. -
* A key question raised in various news accounu
but not confirmed by any investipators, is that Paxaley
may hive been cooperating with the Soviets on-sensi-
tive strategic arms.matters. The U.S. and the Soviet,
hope to complete a: nev stnt.eglc a.rms agreemant in-
nextiewmnths.)*.n e
= A:‘second theoryis that Paxsley, whilc workinz on
-the: - highly-classifiedw material, may " have discovered.
. someone elss- high up-inwthe:CIA who-m & “xnole,"j
or double agent; for the Soviets. ' . :Txshic
. The. concept  that the Soviets obtam lnfomation
from high CIA.sources: has been-a popular theory
. among some: elemcntsin the CIA for: decades. . - .

X
q‘
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. the FBY's .primary jurisdiction: over-

-“undetermined.” Paisley's ~estranged

-ploye, has said she~doubts ‘that the-
.body found in the bay-was that of her

/investigate " her" husband’s -
‘pearance. T dwaiiywn s et
.. Justice;. Department""spokesman;

Approved For Rel

Article appeared
on page C-5

o -, . . By Blaine Harden
T Washinewon Post Seatt Writer.
The chairman of the Senate Titelli-
génce-Committee told the Justice De-
partment yesterday that “a_number of
téoubling questions remain” in. the
death of former CLA official John A.
Paisley,” whose: body was. found last
Ogtober ine Chesapeake. Bay .with a
bullet in his-head. S FRUREIL
Committee Chairman Birch- Bayh
(R:Ind.), said in-a letter to -Attorney
General Griffin Bell that.the FBE
should begin an immediate.investiga-
tion into- Paisley’s death: ‘Bayh . or-
dered that the findings of the.commit-
tee's own investigation be given to the |
Justice Department. I R o
£The ‘senator—said, however; that-it
would be -“premature” to. disclase any -
of the findings until the. FBI has.
looked at the case. He said- the infor-
mation was given to- Bell "because: of ;

counterintelligence matters within the,
‘United States.” . .- - i IR - B
Paisley disappeared Sept. 24' after]
setting sail alone in-his 31-foot“sioop;]
the Brillig. Although the “boat was
found aground the next ‘day; Paisley’s
bloated body, weighed down. by two
diviﬁg] belts, was not recovered until-a4
week later. .o -l gemge
Maryland police.. still -3'élas‘iiz; the
death of the former director of. .the
CIA’s Office of Strategic Research as

wife Maryann, also a former.CIA em-

husband. She has hired- Bernard. Fen.'
sterwald, a_Washington attorney, to
dlsan:
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Troubling Questions’ Seen in Paisley 3 Death

Terry Xdamson said Bell has ordered |
the FBI to examine the Senate com-|
mittee’s findings and the. bureau's;
own- information on Paisley’s death.
An assessment will be made “reason:
‘ably promptly” of the need for a full-
'scale FBI ° investigation,: ::A‘dimson
JSsad. - e ELTL
__Sen. William V. Roth (R-Del.), who
. first called for an investigation into
-Paisley’s death, said yesterday that “a
‘cloud of suspicion” stig'_surrounds the
case. - _rrneyz SSE .

-+~ “The Paistey-affair was all set to be

didn’t sweep too well,;” Roth said. 4
% Roth said he is concerned by “incon-]
sistencies” in the way the CIA has an-
.swered questiors -about- Paisley’s ac-
.cess to classified information; includ-
.ing his knowledgze of & top secret man-
-_ual on the KH11 reconnaissance satel~4
lite — ‘which can -monitor. foreign‘f
troop and equipment ‘movements by
photographing them from space.

“The CIA said at first that Paisley
had no access to sensitive documents.
Of course he aid,” Roth said. Roth.
also said it was “inconsistent” that the
CIA should zlaim that a.high-level of-.
ficial -such as- Paisley‘ would haved
nothing to do with the KH11 satellite,

- . Roth said that if a “junior watch of-
ficer” such as. William P. Kampiles,
convicted last November of selling
satellite secrets to the Russians, had
access to the- KH1l information, then:
Paisley also woula have had access. .. 3
. Roth and some other senatdrs have-
asked publicly if ‘there. is a- link be.d
tween Paisley’s death:and the theft.
from CIA headquarters in Langley of
14 top secret' manuals describing the-
satellite’system. The theft was discov-
‘ered last August. .- jm iz v

; e ¥
= 3 VY
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IRAN

SOMEBODY HAS TO BE BLAMED!!
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CIA M zsread

.~”-h~ Q -,i{\ t;

i:f-Irai'uan M d

"« By JAYBUSBINSKY
o, ChmagoSun—'nmu Scﬂicc-

TEHRAN — A’ ‘colossak. U.S.
failure to gather accurate—mtel-
ligence ~— coup ; with: gross
misjudgments — ‘has increased
the danger that Iran-may belost
to the West asa steady source of
O]l. by by .;»:*-\u

From the qmet element of Ira-
nians who do not subscribe'to
the widely held view of the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency as the
cause of aIl domestxc evil, one
hears grave. criticism of - the
CIA’s excessive reliance on its
“brainchild” — the Savak se—
curity service. -- - o

“Instead of venfymg Sava’k’
assessment of the domestic Do- «

litical - trends*" a' responsible

Iranian charged “the CIA tend--

ed to accept the Iranian secret

" service findings as accurate and
well-based.” -
- Otherwise, = accordmg to ttus
line of reasoning, how could the.
. CIA, and by extension the State -

Department and White House,

Lave been caught so unaware of

the burgeoning opposition. .to

Mohammad. Reza Shalx Pah.

lavi'sregime? . :

The emergence of Islaxmc
activists campaigning for a new
.regime under exxled religious
leader “~Ayatollah ~ Ruhollah
Khomeini . seems to prove this

crmque. Thexr numbers alone | ’

:are astounding and it is a puz- ;
_zlmg fact. that a large percent- ?_;
;age_of the student contingent '

-consnsts. -of ‘recent . retnrnees

ifrom abroad. = .

%’vadently. Iran’s secret serv-]

Zice-dnd the CIA were unable to-
spenetrate the widespread inter-’
nahonal anti-shah network built
Tupinrecent years.

ii ‘Although an eventual reckon-
mg'surely will be made in re-
:sponsible U.S. circles, this can-
- pot--'take ‘priority over- the
~current effort to prevent a total
collapse of the American posi-
- tionin Iran.’

:ZFuture events depend ‘on
whether Prime Minister Shah-
‘pour . Bakhtiar will be able to
Tally enough civilian and mili-
tary support to fend off the mas-

sive. Khomeini fundamentalist i

-‘Moslem movement. !
i Bakhtiar's immediate - chal-d
Ienge is in the economic sphere.

-He--is faced with -crippling

strikes in vital industries: and -
services, including international

-telecommunications, rails, cml

avxahon. banks and mails.

“cThe strikes are one of the most

“effective expressions . of

{Khomeini’s  remote - " political

control (£rom France). Their |

‘persistence is interpreted as.

.proof of his authority. oyer the

‘nation’s workers. ‘Only:,he can.

"cauuously on this crucial front..
. wages will:no longen be paid to
. strikers as of Saturda
“of -the new Iraman &

. If this threat is xmplemented
_it could mean that much of-the ;

- Khomeini’s position has bee

--pone, indefinitely - his. planned
_ visit to the United States be--

: apparent support for Khomeini. -

-r-Members of the shah’s entour-:

get the strikers back to work,” a ]
localobserversaid.  3f- -4

Bakhtiar has started fo- move |
he.has.issued a.warning that.

, the starty
l:alen_dar'

month. % By Y

_public’s income might dry up.

anythmg but conciliatory.

- He is holding to his demand for
the replacement of the regency '
council by a revohmonary 3
Islamic council.

Khomeini’s ulitmate goal is to
draft an Islamic constitution to
replace the constitutional mon-
‘archy and to bring to an end the

- dynastic rule Iran has had for }

morethan2,500 years.. -

" An Associated Press re rt!’
from Marrakech, Moroggo
saxd the shah deczded to- post<

:cause - of. President Carter’s-|

- The shah and Empress Farah 1
amved in Morocco’s winter
- capital yesterday to a low-key
welcome from King Hassan II.
Moroccan officials said at the |
.time the shah . intended to-re-~
gxam in ﬁgrocgo for about three-
ays and then dxrectl
-United States. y o ytot.h.?-

age’ said there- has been &

-

—chanveofplan. S T
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ernment officials beﬂmthatthurdaﬁumﬁpmube
further expiored by the FBL.. .

Another puznzling polntuinformaﬂonobwnodbyin-
vestigators that Mr. Paisley. had often sailed from the
Brillig’s mooring on Colonel Wilson’s property in Solo-
mons, Calvert county, tosparslyiﬂnbmdnoopcrmand
on the bay’s Eastern Shore.

d S:xlne ignificance tlﬂnk sa.il.t::uldb'
erable- si in- this mguhr pauern but
would not elaborate on it further. . -

Amongthewmddmimo!vlngur Paulqlsthat
Coopers & Lybrand, the public accountant firm that em-
ployed him in the last months of his life; had acted for 20
years—until 1973--as auditors for Air America, Inc,, the
semﬂymedmanﬂmtthathﬁomulnlndochna
and elsewhere, -

In 1974, mtboCIAdhemdiwofAirAmcﬁa.
_Coopers & Lybrand, one of the largest in the country, pll'-
iarmedtbemluﬂmo!thuirlim’sm " e

Aspokumanfwthoﬂrmuidmmtthm
panyhadbeenmmmﬁlabmtlmthatmm
was a CIA front: Such ignorance was common among the:
nummmmnﬁmdunngmmagmy’sm
mm _,,,z,,_ 3.~=H"‘ Palii
G AR m;:.ummng

..rr-_‘-. POy s -

l,,
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Public Secrets :;':2 i

The ideahasgottenaroundthato
American unpreparedness for events-:--
in Iran was “an intelligence failure,’
and blame is being placed on those
whohaveallegedly"ued:hehands"of A
the C.L.A. That strikes us as silly. The:;
ingredients- of the "Iranian nprising&
against the Shah were public; they <.
hard!k); requixed smoking out by‘v .

Spoo -

Still and all, thm wasanintelli-
gence failure — of a different sort. Ic. .
was rooted in the blindness of ﬂmu-:
sands of Americans, official and unof-’ {
ficial,.who have worked, lived and
vxsnteqm Iran for years. And notonly
in Iran: We tend to be overly attracted >
by another country’s elite; after all,-

. we speak the same language « liter-.
. ally as well as figuratively. We do not”
go behind the curtain of dipiomacy.
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. and visitors to Nazi Gérmany spoke " -

. nowtaking power

T

American inteiligence in World War |
II was successful largely. because it -
relied on great numbers of refugees
who knew the enemy at first hand, -
down to the dating and mating habits -
" of field commanders. Before the war,
American - diplomats, businessmen~

. little-German and knew little of Ger- . .
man history, psychology and ideology, :
and they saw and heard no evil. The
.- failure in Iran was that our represen-
tatives. dealt mainly with those in
power and ignored the equivalent.of.
- Germany’s refugees — those who are’

. no o o
Tl e b s . LAY e mded 5N

“:k" KEtY 2 um‘ 3:’»,~ .1
{

" Unofficial Sources

-
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~Iran — CIA let out of doghouse?
: Y o - Washington

" The House intelligence subcommitiee on ovaluation has taken
some of the heat off CIA director Stanstield Turner tor what Carter

fact, the subcommittee concluded after reviewing intsiligence re-

- ports and interviewing intelligence and State Department officials
that the US intsiligence communily was not as guilty as others. .

“Policymakers must assume responsibility, perhaps to a greater-

- degree than the intelligence community, tor the unwritten consid-

erations whicli restricted both open and ciandestine fieid coliection.

- on the iranian internsi situation,” the subcommittee sad. ‘
... The panel quoted one: intslligence analyst as saying, “Until re- |
T“cently; you couldn't give away inteiligence.on e e

_— mMnM.MWNMMNMWm R
% hibited intelligence collection, dampéned policymakers® appelite for

“Policymakers -were: not. asking whether the Shaiv's aulocracy -
would survive: indefinitely: Policy was premised: on: that: assump--
s HHON e R ; : - .

eI I setRES TN T ———t —

s

- =
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THE WASHINGTON POST
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_ablwt intelligence.”

Imn. Intellzgence and Polzey :

HIE REPORT on the performance o£ American
telligence in Iran, by the staff of a House Intel-".
ligence subcommittee, is as usefnl on one level as 1t is
supertxcxal on a second.
On the mstmsanmsxda’ssmdyotwhatumura

edly an intelligence failure. There was not a full and .

timely warning of the crisis. Whether, if it had been ‘
alert, American intelligence’ might- have picked up-

“the sxgnalsismoreevxdenttothewrlﬁrsohhere»-w

port than to us. There is a certain arrogance.in as-.

suming that American agents and analysts should be-.

able to know more about the most intimate social and -

to the continuing inquiry into how to get good intelli-
gence from the intelligence community. That the
Iran intelligence- failure occurred on President Car-
ter's watch should add a certain urgency to the quest.
On the second level, however, the report is an out-
sider’s comment on what is only allegedly a political
failure. Warning against a “simplistic” blaming of the
intelligence community,- the- report. declares that
“long-standing U.S. attitudes toward the shah inhib-
ited intelligence collection, dampened policy-makers™
appetite for analysis of the shah’s position, and deaf-
ened policy-makers to the warning imphcxt in avail-

!\‘.:-L.J JE‘

-might have developed.a somewhat. more- sophisti
.cated understanding of some of those attitudes. They
"might also* have discovered- a “considerable - and

“would get into by seeming to abandon him in mid-or-}
political facts of a country than people in that coun- -

try themselves. Nonetheless, the report contributes -

"——misguided in' its premise that the United States
‘rather than the shah “lost” Iran (if, in fact, it has been

- ';‘i‘ 't
. e, "4 .

26 January 1979

Sl

The authors based thenr report on mterviews wnh
“analysts and managers” at the intelligence agencies.
What might they have found had they interviewed
the “users” whose “attitudes” they: indict? Theyy

‘pained awareness of the trouble the United States{
was getting into by sticking close by an exceptionally,
helpful friend and ally during difficult times over a
period of many years, and of the further trouble ft

deal. The House report indicates, with an. indiffer-
ence to the difficulties of the interventionist. policyy
they commend, that with an . early- warning the
United States might have gotten the shah to tuck the
opposition into his government. It seems to usat least
as likely- that an early warning would only< hav'eq
sharpened the dilemma of what to do. ;7. <
The_country has still to square away~its intelli-
gence. The House report helps there. But the report T
also feeds what would surely be, if it got up speed, a
misguided and distracting debate on “who lost Iran™

lost), distracting in its effect of drawing attention
away from the question of What t0 do DOW.:.zciie simrsad
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Fumbling the Crisis?

yvas the Carter Administration’s Iran

policy so mismanaged that the U.S.
was unable to prevent the overthrow of
an important ally? Or was the popular
uprising against Shah Mohammed Reza
Pahlavi so deeply rooted that Washington
could never have blocked it? Or does the
truth lie somewhere in between: did the
US. exert what influence it could in
Iran—only to find that it did too little, too
hesitantly, too late?

Carter Administration strategists insist
that their policy of supporting the Shah
until the bitter end was the only practical
course of action open to them. Despite
America’s considerable economic and
military involvement in Iran, they say,
Washington was never in a position to
dictate orders to the Shah—or to under-
cut his opponents. They point out that
post-Vietnam Congressional strictures
have limited the power of the executive

The Shah with (from left) State’s Alfred Atherton, Sullivan, Vance, Carter, Brzezinski in 1977

branch to act abroad and restrained the
CIA’s covert-action capability. And they
maintain that the Shah’s track record in
weathering previous political challenges
was a valid reason to believe he could
survive one more assault. As Assistant
Secretary of State Harold Saunders told a
House subcommittee last week, “Very
few people would have foreseen that the
diffculties could have come about at the
pace they have.”

Misjudgment: But the Carter Administra-
tion’s critics, including a former top CIA
specialist on Iran, believe that the U.S.
badly bobbled the crisis. They argue that
the CIA and the State Department mis-
judged the depth and the velocity of the
anti-Shah forces. The critics contend that
Carter and his key aides sent a series of
conflicting signals during the crisis—~un-
dermmmg the Shah, worrying U.S. allies
in the Gulf and conveying a dangerous
image of indecisiveness to the Soviets.
Finally, even after Carter had grasped the
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Shah’s precarious state, the critics charge
that the U.S. advised the Shah to leave too
late to give the moderate Bakhtiar regime
any credit—or much chance of survival.
There seems little doubt that the U.S.
underestimated the gathering storm in

Iran from the beginning. Despite warn-

ings from some lower-level U.S. officials
that the Shah’s support was eroding, the
President himself proclaimed Iran “an
island of stability” when he celebrated
New Year’s Eve of 1978 with the Shah. In
August, months after the first riots had
broken out, the CIA in a top-secret intelli-
gence assessment advised the White
House that “Iran is not in a revolutionary
or even pre-revolutionary situation.” As
late as September, Rep. Lee Hamilton,
the chairman of the House subcommittee
on Europe and the Middle East, said that
the U.S. ambassador to Teheran, William
Sullivan, “viewed the disturbances in Iran

as a fairly minor matter. He did not con-
vey to me any sense at all that the Shah’s
future was in jeopardy.”

The reasons for the Administration’s
confidence in the Shah were not hard to
find. For more than three decades, he
had proved to be a steadfast ally on
Russia’s sensitive southern flank, allow-
ing the U.S. to set up sensitive electronic
monitoring stations on the border. Iran
also provided much of Western Europe’s
oil and 60 per cent of Israel’s—making it
the only Islamic country even wilh'n'g- to
sell the Israelis oil.

The Shah’s importance—and the UsS.
myopia toward him—grew in the wake of
the Arab oil embargo. Bolstered by oil
revenues that more than quadrupled ina
year, the Shah grandly announced his
plans to become the policeman of the Per-
sian Gulf and to make Iran “the world’s
fifth big, industrial power” by the year
2000. Starting with the Nixon Administra-
tion, the U.S. embraced the Shah’s plans

and agreed to let Iran buy more than 320 ,
billion worthof themost sophisticated U.S.
equipment, mcludmg 80F-14jet ighters.
U.S.companies, among them General Mo-
tors, Kaiser Engineers, Inc., and Starrett
Housing Corp., contracted with the Shah
to provide more than $12 billion worth of
plants and hardware. The Shah’s modern-
ization program suited America’s geopo-
liticaland economicpurposes,and the U.S.
soon based its policy on one tenet—"give
theShaheverything he wants,” asone U.S.
diplomat in Teheran put it.

Upheavals: As a result, top U.S. policy-
makers apparently failed to consider that
the rush to modernization might cause
the social upheavals that it did. American
diplomats had few lines of communica-
tion to Iran’s middle class, its intellec-
tuals, students or its religious leaders.
The embassy did not have a single spe-
cialist in Iranian religious affairs on its
staff until last November, and the U.S. :
had virtually no contact with the Shah’s !
foremost political opponents, Ayatollah

Ruhollah Khomeini or Na-

tional Front leader Karim

Sanjabi.

The embassy’s weak-
nesses severely handi-
capped Ambassador Sulli- |
van, who took up his post i
inJune 1977. An experton -
Southeast Asian affairs,
Sullivan had close contacts
with the Shah, but little
knowledge of Iran, as he |
himself admitted. He told :
a fellow diplomat: “I make |
no pretense of under-
standing these people. I
find the Iraniansalot more :
inscrutable than Asians.”

National-security advis-
er Zbigniew Brzezinski
also may have made Sulli-
van’s job more difficult.
During the crisis, Brze-
zinski talked frequently by

. phone with the Shah’s clos-
est adviser, Ardeshir Za-
hedi, in Teheran. Brzezinski says he in-
formed the State Department of the '
phone calls, but the back channel be-
tween the palace and the White House ’
may have undercut the adwce Sullivan ;
gave the Shah. ?’

Off-Target: Even with percephve mtellx- ;
gence, it is doubtful that the U.S. could ‘
have kept the Shah in power, given the
depth of the resentment and resistance to |
him. But the Administration’s tactics ap-
pear to have been as off-target as its over- |
allstrategy. Part of thereason for thislapse !
was the fact that the Administration’s top !
decision makers were preoccupied with !
other foreign policy problems-—-Carter ;
and Vance with Camp David and Brze- |
zinski with China. Brzezinski and Vance
did not really focus on the Iranian crisis -
until early November, only two months |
before the Shah’s ouster. Vance did not
form a special interagency action group .
until late December, when he called Un- -,
der Secretary of State David Newsom © |

AARTINUED
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The Administration’s attempts to cope
with the crisis also seemed to suffer froma
lack of coordination. The aircraft carrier .
Constellation was ordered to steam from
the Philippines to the South ChinaSeaasa
warning to the Soviets not tointerfere; but
the Administration—worried that the car-
rier might further inflame the mobs—
never gave the follow-up orders to enter
the Indian Ocean. The State Department
publicly proclaimed that the Shah would
outlast his opponents. A day later, when
Carter was asked if that would be the case, .
he first criticized the Shah’s human rights
failings, and then said: “I don’t know; I
hope so.” Brzezinski dispatched Gen.
Robert Huyser, the deputy NATO com-
mander, to Teheran to warn Iran’s mili-
tary leaders against a coup—but the Ad- '
ministration failed to inform Sullivan t that | at |
Huyser was coming.

Split: Given that appar-
ent confusion, some ana-
lysts suggested that a poli-
cy split had developed
between Brzezinski and !
Vance. They maintained
that Brzezinski’s decisions
were influenced by con-
cerns about Soviet adven-
turism and his theory that ;
an “arc of crisis” exists in
Central Asia and the Horn
of Africa. Vance, who had
cautioned against “accept- ,
ing oversimplified gener-
alities,” was said to consid- :
er the crisis the result’
of purely indigenous dis- '
satisfaction. :

The critics contend that
the two advisers’ contra- |
dictory views over the |
cause of the disturbances
crippled attempts to de-
fine American policy. But
U.S. officials deny that was
the case—and some say !
that the consensus of |
views added to the prob-
lem. “For better or for worse, there
are no differences within the Adminis-
tration on how to handle the Shah,” said a
senior State Department official. Then
he added: “I think it has been for
the worse.” :

Damage Controk: For a variety of reasons,
the U.S. found itself locked into a course of
action over which it had seemingly little
control. Washington stuck with the Shah
long after Western European ambassa-
dorsin Teheran wrote him off. By the time
the U.S. moved to endorse Bakhtiar, his
government was already in danger of col-
lapse. The U.S. finally failed to establish
anything approaching a workable rela-
tionship with the man who probably will

determine Iran’s future, Ayatollah Kho- |

meini. Atbest, itappears that the Adminis- |

tration was trying to do all it could to °
practice damage control in Iran. As it |

turned out, that was not enough.

~—RICHARD STEELE with LOREN JENKINS in Teheran and

LARS-ERIK NELSON in Washington
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. charged. in_Congress  and.elsewhere.

-was spearh )
Jeaders. {72 T

the State:Department'sitop ~Aiddle:

voiced ] hope thatt would change. """

_portrayed Sadat as feeling “betrayed:"
by Fahd’s performance at Baghdad. ~
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- Article appeared
on page__ A-1,20

THE WASHINGTON POST
20 January 1979

ey -

CIA Will Survey Moslems|
Worldwide

By-JimHoagland - - ...,
Washington Post Staff Writer .- - . -

"~ The Whiter House has- ordered U.S.
intelligence - agencies to produce a
worldwide study-of Moslem religious
movements in tne wake of the Islamic
revolt .that heiped. drive.the ‘shah’ of]
Iran from his rountry this- week;-the
Senate Forefgn.'Kelations. Committae]
was told’ _yesterday, > ‘

LOYPERres Yo ey

.. Administratior officials’ diseloged: at,
a closed-door  committee hearing: that]
Zbigniew. Brrezinski, the prestdent's.
national seeurity. adviser;.ordered thq
study. Thessofficials emphasized that,
the existence of the request was con-
sidered highly seusitive by the admin-’
istration, because of the growing polit-
ical impact_of Moslem fundamental-'
ism in- 'nany areas of the world.

The Carter admmistration xs.bemg

with a- major~intelligence - failure -in-{
mscoundnz.tﬁ'é. strenz:b.- and‘_unpox:,

LT h1
- S il 13'-—3-94—\&#1’ M

In othertaﬁmony ag,,_thc hesrmg.

East expert;. Assxstant §ecretary Ha-‘
rold H. Saumiets, was reported by
participants to have voiced what is be-
lieved to be the adm:mstration s ﬂrst
direct criticisi’ of ‘Satidi “Arabid for
not supporting Egyptian President

t.reaty wn:lxul.jrael.&ﬁguL

“:Under quesﬁonmz-h'om:
mittee chairmm:Séh;l‘ranr'cmmh‘
(D-Idaho);” Sapnders: Teportedly:>saic
that the ; tion. was’ d_issatisr
fied with an ambiguous atﬂqx 2
Saudi royal famfly toward Sada€ and’

After bemg told.,ot the summary of
:Saunders’ statement obtamed by The:

‘Washington -Post,3 Churchi saidy B
would hope the administration is be-
ginning to take the blinders off: We
‘have tiptoed- around . Saudi, _Arabi
long enouz_l:g.":-:» TR ot B

~At the~ same-time,ﬂho-admimstn-
tmn is-pushingkahead with plans for.a]
; visit-here-negt montirby Saud! ¢ T
.Prince Fahdywho-led-the. Saudi-d
“gation tothe:B‘aghdad"A’rabuummit

:November. The-Bgyptian-media bave

State Department- spokesman 'To
‘Reston said ‘yesterday that astandin
invitation for. a visit. by- Fahd exists?

‘, arms. limitat!on treaty (SAL'I') thh
‘Moscow.f-}-

sion,‘Robert ‘R. Bowie, confirmed at]
: theBousehenring that oneof the sta.
‘tions has-been dismantied, but-said the'

‘but no definite-date has been set. ]
-~ Members of the Senate commxtteq
.echoed a concern raised Thursday in a;
‘House International .Relations . sub-
‘committee. The' potential loss of two
_Central Intelligence Agency listening
stations in-northern Iran that monitor
_Soviet ballistic missile tesfs, they said,}
could harm the administration’s chan]
ces of Senate approval for a strategic

Mud of the CIA’s analysis divi-

other is still functioning, according to
,subcomnuttee members. Loss of both
‘stations- would “lower confidence”.in
U.S. intelligence on Soviet - missile
launches, Bowie - said, but- would not
be &.crucial loss since the information
obtained by the stations was. already
‘being.gathered by other means.: .«

The Senate and House panels con-
centrated much of their questioning 4
on the.reported failure of the CIA

and U.S. diplomats in Iran to. make
contact’ with members of the shah’s
politicaL and religious opposiﬂon be-
cause of the momreh’s sensitivities'

In testi.fying before: t:he Housg Sllb'u
committee Wednesday, Sannders saud
that~ restrlctlons on confact with the ¢

o

‘ther& were relatively*few contacts
mthvreligiou.s elements” in Tram o5
Brzainsu is reportedly determjned

Moslem fundamentalhm in such po

tential: crisis. points-as- " Pakistan’” At
ghanistan, Egypt and the Plnlippmes
togounreportedin thefutnre “He-
has formany directed the mtelligence*
commu.nity_to produce:’ an m-depth
study-ot this phenomenon.,.;-«w : ‘;\«
" “The leading symbol of opposition to
the shah throughout.the past year of
protests has been the exiled religious
leader, Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini, |
'He is now~seen . as representing the-
major threat to the government of
Prime Minister 'Shahpour. Bakhtiar
that the shah mstalled before leaving]

Saunders and--Undersecretary oq
State David Newsom made more ex-
phcxt at yesterday's hearing than they-‘

have in public the administration’s ev-
ident decision to.try to shore- up«r
Bakhtiar’s governmeént but: not, to be-
‘come: so identified with it. that Kho-
‘meint's - followers " will- seek. revenge
‘against. the United. States-if  the ayo-|
‘tollah: eventual.lyx:wins the- _power]
struggle. EEN = A 2w

The :x admlnistrations > position:
"seemed realistic;”-. Churclt saidJ
“They seem prenared to roll with thed
‘punches and hope. that.our:influenc
‘can contribute-to-the emergence of :
government prepared to follow a rea-
;Sonably - moderate- course in- its
tions with. the- West and its- nei
-bors.” Another‘sotm:e— who. heard. th
ptesentation said'the administratin
-has decided “to gcrwith the ﬂow
events.” -»'-‘ IR 3 :
. Asked about the report’ df the Whit
House ordering an-intelligence stu
of Moslem ~fundamentalism, Church
said that after “the- i.ntemgence fail

“ure” in Iran, “I have to wonder if wed
rare eompetent to.- manage an- 1ntelll-<
g:ance gathering progrun ou- lny-
ing.” . . .- :
§::Meanwhlle, a" spokesman tor the
I!:aman embasyy in Washmgton said;

thak Iran's _new - foreign. minister;
Ahmed Mir Fenderesk!, cabled - the
embassy yesterday with a denial of
:statements made- in Tehran and her:

= »

N4 Zahedi has been i.n'renrand Calle
fornia forimuch of ‘this week: vfsinng
members of the shah's family and pre-
paring for-the: Iraniam monarch’s ~ex-
Pected - arrival . ‘i~ California. next
week. The- shah remained in-. Eupt

esterda .« SRS e
yesterday. yt N .,,qﬁ»w‘-
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Lraniin Babel?

FRANCES FITZGE RALD

AT BT

hé Whlte House analysxs of the Iraman cnsxs"

tory. as-one of the great failures of Arerican
mtelhgence—not in the technical butin the
general sense:of that word. So concentrated’ have

l E | over the past few months may go down i in his-

Zbigniew ‘Brzezmskl .and others been on-their own. -

policy of support for the Shah that they did not con- .

sider the possibility of an anti-Shah movement before .
it began and then, once it had started, failed to take it

seriously enough.jEven now their analysis has not ap-

parently improved very much. Recently, when the -

Shah came to the American Embassy for advice
about whether-or not to-go on “vacation” abroad,
American officials reportedly told him they had no
idea what he should do. “The decision on whether it

would be better if he remained or left is 2 very com-

plicated one,” an official said. “Therefore we have de-
cided to tell the Shah: when you’re King of ngs. this
'is what vou're pa.ld to do. make your own. decisions.”
Poor Shah! Poor King of Kings! The attempt of White
House officials to lay the blame on C. I.A.kmtellxgence
“in the techmcal*sense only shows how.:deep-their ig-
. norance goes:’ For to suppose' that the C.I.A. could
have predicted the time and place of the first demon-
strations and -ldentxfxed the masterminds behind the
uprising is to*misunderstand the whole nature of the
anti-Shah revolt:éi v, - U

-' 3" .

-- In the first: place the uprising in Iran was almostv

entxrely spontaneous “The Shiite religious leaders=
the mujtahz&s—*provnded some tactical- management
but they did niot'control the rebellion: ‘they could not
have, for m‘ﬂxe cxtles at least it was so general as to
“leave almostnio~one ‘on the side of the Shah: After
some months.of ‘demonstrations the Shah was asked
what his polmcal base was and he replied, “Damned
if I know.” The revolt was not masterminded by the
muyjtahids, nor‘was it even really of their i xnspxratlor-
The revolt was'in.fact much like the Buddhist upris-
ing against Ngo Dinh Diem in 1963: a groundswell of
resentment against a corrupt, incompetent and iso-
lated dictatorship supported from abroad coalesced
around the leaders of the majority religion. The Ira-
nians, like the Vietnamese of the cities, looked to the
religious leaders rivt merely for the negative reason
that the dictatorship had silenced the political opposi-
tion. The mujtahids represented firm moral stand-
ards, traditiori—or the attachment of the society to its
own past—an ldeal of brotherhood, and thus a means
to cooperatxon and fmally the spirit of Iraman
nationalism= "7 ™ .-

- standstill-.could. do;-th& same for anothez-..-A.Iso the‘

. serious socxal dmsxons-between. say, rxch :and poor,.

" tion—policy may. have ‘worked to grind’ down those .

" understand a fact of practxcal politics that.Amerxcan !

1979

-All these things were important in 1978 since what
the city people had suffered under the Shah was not
totalitarian order but anarchy and lack of control
over their own lives as well as over the society. The
tide of new money had broken up the.traditional
social order and cut.its ties with the past it had
pushed the country-people into the cities and lef*

. them to a frantic, lawless competition for survival.

While the Shah, unable to manage his own' society,
had brought foreigners in to run the key sectors of the
economy, the mujtahids had found and created a mass
following. They were sensitive to public opinion in the
way that the Shah: was not because, financially and

: 'othenvnserthey depended . on the people: | for’thezr
1 survival. --:

M«E%’p» RS GRS L B
«-What wxll happen next i Iran is not anx easy’ ques-
tion to. answer, for beyond the current uncertainties

.about the Shah’s-vacation plans, the ranking officers

have not declared themselves and the rebellion: has.
yet to take on a.solid political shape. The new Prime
Minister, Shahpur;, Bakhtiar, has promised elections -
and a constitutional:monarchy in which the: power
rests with a nationallegislature. It would be i ironic if
the anti-Shah forces ¢reated what the American sup-

_porters of the Shah. fmm ‘President Carter to'Senator -
" Moynihan claimed: fo-want for Iran and :l} third-

world countries:: democratxcmstxtutlons. Butthereis
some possxbllxt'y-rthey smay -succeed in doing- that,
whether it is with Mr. Bakhtiar or someoneelse. Iran, |
after all, has had & Constitution since 1904:and, pre- | l
vious to the- 1953 -coup that brought the<Shah to-
power, it had mass-based political parties.and a’ na- ‘
txonal leglslat:ure that govemed the country" i

hen. too,. the country has been’pohtlcally i
mobilized, for:many months nows ithe- hun- [
. dreds of thousands of strikersand demonstra- ;
tors have:shown-a degree of discipline- that |
would be: remarkable.m any “developed” country that l
had strong unions:and: political parties. The «civilians |
who have. brought:one :military. Govemment to a

rebellion.. has ‘nots yef.xcreated or shed. lxght:;ort any.

city and’ countrg,&or;gne -region .and another The !
Shah’s forced-march..,“modemxzatmn —oqurbamza-

class and regional. d@mnces that did exxst:’Flnally
many Iranians. have,~through experience,; ¢ome to:

policy makers never, - seemed to grasp: one-man rule is {
an unstable form- Egovernment even by. the laws of
probability. i DR
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The d1ff1cu1t1esJIr Bakhtxar or any other cwllxan

Prime Minister will. face in trying to create arepre- f

sentative Govemment are, of course, formidable. In :
the foreground tha ‘obstacles are the generals cur-
rently in power,; ;«vho ‘under a civilian Government
could never haveithe power, the array of military
machinery or the, lxcense to steal that they had.under
the Shah: These, “gentlemen will not happily preside
over their own disestablishment. Here the American
Embassy could be of some use, for while its intelli-
gence operatives may not know any religious digni-
taries, they know the generals extremely well. They
apparently brought the most. trigger-happy: of the
generals to'the United States. In the end they might
bring them all. That would at least have the effect of
repatriating a good many mxllxons of dollars spent in
bribes and kickbacks. - - :
Another orderof difficulty for \/Er Bakhtxar, orany
civilian Prime Minister, lies in the incoherence of

Iranian political life. For the past twenty-five, but |

particularly for the past fifteen, years there-has been
no political discourse in-Iran except.for the Alice-in-
Wonderland rhetoric of the Shah and People’s Revolu-
tion. Now that the censorship has been removed, the
Iranians have found themselves with.-no common lan-
guage to discuss.the state of the nation: The language
of the mujtahids has—demonstrably—a great deal of
resonance in Iran; but it refers to a sphere of reality
quite different from that of Eurodollar. credits and-
communications satellites.. Ayatollah-Khomeini-and-
others have made an effort to bring the two- ‘worlds to+:
gether. But if Khomeini believes Bakhtlar is Sa.t.a.n,"'
they have clearly not succeeded, «-%:-ss g5 -
- Twenty-five -years-ago-the secular mterests .of the«

Moslem leaders and their urban faithful were repre~
sented by Mossadegh’s- National Front., Party: A
number of the National Front leaders have emerged -
during the current uprising, but they no longer have -
any organization or. mass-following. Their: national-

ism has not gone out of date, but they are:men of a cer-
tain age who speak the old-fashioned language of the’
bazaqris—the: shopkeepers—and not-that of :the oil
cartels. The-children of “these- shopkeepers, ‘on: the-
other hand—and particularly the thousands. upon

r-Z-

thousands of them who have studied abroad—speak
every conceivable international tongue from the lanz<
guage of the Harvard Business School-to that of_'the:;

Palestinian guerrillas. The-middle class has-becorme a
Tower of Babel, and these children resent.it, While
“ they. speak to. th&modern ‘world, they feeI a sense of -
‘guilt_at their= ahenatxon -from. them own. \country,,
. These days. the women ‘students in Teheran universi-"
- ties put chadors over their short skirts, unable for the

i
l
|

r-~i

“moment. to decxde whxch one-is rea.l.; -' ;-._.'3,,' pa

only a-regime that believes it has come to power in-
spite of the Umted States could possxbly thmk other—
wise. - e P

" A civilian Government may in the end forge acom-
mon language or:allow the country tosettle upon one;.
but it is a long process. There will thus be~no “stabil- :

"ity” of the sort favored by American companies for -

some time to come,:unless the turmoil becomes so:
acute that it makes amilitary strong man promxsmg
order and social justice seem: preferable to the major- *.

|"ity. Not the politics of Iran but the structure.of the

economy will.continue: to tempt-Iranian officers to- ‘
make a coup, for while oil remains: the’ revenue—
producing mdustry and while the oil revenues: flow
straight into the’ national treasury,-those guarding :

. the treasury w1ll always have a huge advantag'e over

n..-;---.\v— r-r:-llg .--}.

‘everyone else. L' it RE LN

The United States ¢annot controt events ir:] Iran, j
but it can influence them, if only negatively. At the|
moment the most positive thing foreign policy mak-
ers might do is nothing: that is, stop backing and fxll'}
ing around the Shah and the-“formula” of aj
constitutional monarchy and come out for an Iranian:
Government chosen by the Iranian people. If they did
this, they would not only be breaking the long tradi-
tion of hypocrisy vis-a-vis American: dependencxes in
the third world but they would. be serving the
national interests of the United States. Iran needs the
United States and the rest of the industrialized West |
to buy its oil, to provide development technology and
to insure. its long border with the.Soviet Union, and

,..‘--'

Frances Fr ztzGerald, a member of The Nation’s' edi-|
torial board ‘and author of Fire in the Lake, has -
“worked in Iran and the Middle East. She recently.com-|
.p}fe;;d a boolc about Amencan hzstory textbooks for
children. "I . .

2 - K .
trome ’ L e
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ARTICLE AcPEaRED THE NATION
ON PAGE

Y he failure of the Central Intelligence Agency

4 1to predict the upheaval in Iran prompted the

q .- President to send. handwritten-notes of com-

: plaint to national security adviser Zbigniew
Brzezinski;+ Director of Central Intelligence Stans--

field Turner and Secretary of State Vance. The agen-

- cies headed by each proceeded to demonstrate that,

.however limited their view of the’world, they were
unerring' analysts of one another’s:mistakes. The .

C.I.A’’s explanation for reporting thatall was for the

best in the Shah’s best of all possible worlds was that

. it had been ordered by the White House and the State

Department to. talk only to the Savak. The State

Department: grumbled that the :White House had

‘rejected its 'warnings about growing political unrest

.'in" Iran. Dr: Brzezinski, -apparently.:recalling that

- December is term-paper time, gave the State Depart-
:.ment’s research-failing marks. Then; to close the cir-
.: cle, the President himself was held:by.The New York -
" Times to be not entirely blameless on the ground that .
-he had seen in Iran-only-what:-heiwanted to see. - -

.~ The President, at least; should ‘console himself: the~ for. that vision of history:. or-:kn

- failure of ‘our national security apparatus to provide
.- Presidents with adequate intelligence: is hardly new.:

‘Irecollect a chiat in John Kennedy’s: White House with - fighting tHe last war, most elites'manage new cr,i'ses'(
“with techniques learned in‘old!ones. Most crises; in |
any event-will not respond t3:te¢hnique alone.i=%" |

‘a distinguished member of that“Administration. It
 was in July 0f 1961, and he produced thatday’s Wash-."
* ington Post; with a headlined report by:the late Isaac
‘Deutscher onan alleged COnﬂict;begwge_n, China and
-the Soviet Union. Was Deutscher;: hé- asked, to be-
., taken seriously? Deutscher. I ‘replied, . was a Marxist

R

_working alone in Hampstead, London,—~and occasion-
. ally talking to East Europeans.' You, I continued.
~ have the C,I.A.. the Pentagon, the State Department,
electronic eavesdropping and much, much more. Pre-’
.cisely, was the reply. that is why I need Deutscher.
The “intelligence” failure in Iran is. of course, a
failure of policy. A decision having been made to back
the Shah. the very attempt to establish alternative
sources of information became an implicit disavowal
of him. In a world in which appearances (“signals” is .
the customary word, with its original denotation of a
very primitive mode of communication) are every-
thing, ignoring questions of substance is not an over-
-sight: it i3 an imperative. Dr. Brzezinski is said to |
have argued that the question of human rights was {

-conform' to position papers is a constant disappoint-

-recently applied to Iran. The Skah: we are assured,
-was.“modernizing” Iran. The notion of “moderniza-
-tion™was developed by academic soeial scientists anx-
“ious.to-explain and justify our-postwar empire,»-‘The{
world'was bound to become like thé‘United States, if |

secular utopia, a society of consumer:citizens. Indeed,
sAn:-truly <modern nations :citizens*‘would - consume
“more;.and think less. Politics would be the reserveqd |

20 January 1979

important: but secondary to. the necessity of main-
taining a friendly Iranian Government in a very stra-
tegic country. He did so despite the growing evidence-
that his adherence toa supposedly pragmatic position
-required a very large leap of faith. The purchase of.
friendship from an Iranian-Government opposed by
the'nation assured the primacy of the issue of human -
rights in Iran. With friends like the Shah, his gener-
als and policemen. we clearly’do not.need enemies. i
*- Familiar themes, which -hardly-bear repeating— |
but for a:terrible suspicion. Suppose our elites actu- i
“ally take:the anti-world of appearances, messages. |
signals; and international gamesmanship for the real
one?" Elites, after all. suffer -alternately from two
severe:disorders. One is their-conviction of omnipo- .
tence.: The other is their panicked sense of helpless-
ness...Bureaucrats long for-a:predictable world in
which even (or above ally enemies stick to their (the-
“bureaucrats’) scripts. The world’s stubborn refusal to

‘ment—and, worse, a source of endless anxiety. Fanta--
sies of total order ward off - fears -of complete f
-catastrophe but, since order inevitably breaks down,
also generate them. Bureaucratic-inventiveness ~is.1.
however;:limitless—when the problem is stayingon |
top. "Thesidoctrine of ‘“crisis? management” -was |
.inventedst_p circumvent these -difficulties. It offers
‘Surcease from the dreadful cyclétowhich reality con-
demns those who would rule-It obviates the necessity
: owledge of history,
‘which contemporary elites'so conspicuously lack..The

\doctrine is fraudulent. Like- the’legendary generals

-~

7 It is-Unfair to depict our elites a5 entirely devoid of

: thought. They possess a philosophy of history,.in the -'
form‘of Sthe doctrine - of"’ffmode_mization.”-'j most

not more so. Nations once backward.would attain that

-domain of technocratic elites, subject to occasional -
-approbation by gratefi] publics—whose maturity |

Y AT
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t is most “unmodern”. of so .many West Euro-
- peans, for instance, to. take ‘ideas of socialism
: seriously. As for those Iranians who still are
Islamic, they are clearly in‘the way of universal
-progress.-The apologists for modermzatlon” are
“indeed haunted by the specter-of populations who'
refuse those sequences of development designed for
them by-American professors. The professors’ fear of !
the destabilization of the world¥is,-of course, an
.expression. of their 1ncapacxtf3.‘to -understand - it.-
; Indeed their dread of loss of control is so pervasive
at some now see parhaments 7and. a free press as
possible obstacles to effective. modern governments:.
-(The experts'who told the Tnlateral Commission that"
:,an excess of democracy was: dangerous were &rtxfxed 1
~exponents of “modernization.”) Little wonder that our”

Gtgernnpnt s apologies for:the- Shah convey intellec-
. tudl -impoverishment and ' unreal:abstractlon Terri-.

~ble waste, wholesale thlevery and_systematlc butch—.

ery -are difficult to portray as'hlstoncallv progres-

* sive—even thh Stalxmst precedents for this abuse of -
- Ianguage. ;

Our rulers are young- and’ provmcxal The Sovxet
leadershlp is quite different. Itis'old and provincial.

- It, too, is disturbed by a world which does not exem- .
..plify the stupefying deformation-of Marxism that
- passes for official Soviet thought.:Soviet society itself
"resists the ineluctable “laws” promulgated by succes-
#sive generations of stone-bottomed hacks at the
v:Academy of Sciences. The Sovietrulers are as fright-
- ened of disorder in.Iran as areour-own. Islamic fun-
- damentalism is a threat to Soviet:Asia. To ordinary _

perceptxpn, the Shah is a corrupt ‘megalomaniac: To |

: the Soviet crisis managers, ‘he’is for the time being a |
. representative of a “national bourgeoisie.” The bour-’
" geoisie, the Soviets know, only-wish to buy and sell. It :
follows that they too can do.business with them..
: Doing business, of course, lS -what they all want—m
West and East. The crisis managers. in the last analy- ]
¢ sis, -are* managers. Dreams:of:omnipotence -and
“impotence trouble the world’s elites by night. By day,’
-the -seemingly rational forces:of: the market take
“over—and calculation - replaces.»ldeologxcal frenzy.
Reason seems to dictate no less: In a world in which
economxcs and politics are::inextricable, the lan-
guages ‘of the market and of-f.he state increasingly
‘{e.semble one another. We haveé mvested” in the Shah
thelr "costs" would-be mcreased sshould the Shah dis-
appea.r. -The image. of the. world as a market is a
nesponse to the failure of notions; ‘of total control. The
‘world.is too vast, too polycentrxc;to be ruled from one
‘capital—or two. The Emperor in.Franz Kafka'’s story,
i The Great Wall of China,”was. forever dispatching
“orders to the limits of his empme—whxch arrived only
‘after he had expired. Our. contemporary emperors
r‘l:l'unk that they know how to avoid his fate. By treat-
dng-the world as a market; they do business to stay in

busmess. Is mtelhgence»;then -~another form of
“market research? ; Fi TSNS

ih:Matters would be' snmplen if.it “were. Market .
’researchers however, 'do- not:-‘blarne-the customers '
“when goods fail to sell. Perhaps some “intelligence,” |
3(for example, the “disinformation™ sometimes pur- |
“Veyed - by the C.I.A.) resembles ‘the mampulatne
kinds of market research. The hidden persuaders in
-advertising, however, aren’t very hidden. A more
-accurate analogy might liken political intelligence to -
.research and development in;.industry. Industrial
scientists and technologists have no say about what -
-should be produced. Larger issues of economic and

: socxal policy are not within their.competence. They !

-are. free, however, to pursue: their. researches—and -

“their employers are free to. decxde how to use thelr
“work. "
el Perhaps I can cxte an -authonty in the matter

Addressmg the American Association of Umversxty
-Professors (A.A.U.P.) in June,;:Director of Central | '

+Intelligence Stansfield Turner likened his agency to :

~“an.institution of learmng Both of us, he told the pro- |
fessors. are processing information. But information |
-’processing in the national interest.is an idea whose
“time has come—and gone.- Conflicting views of the |
vnatxonal ‘interest clearly ! generate very dxfferent

kmdé of “information.”- BT
Admiral Turner hlmself has not been falthful to hlS

epistemological precepts He has acknowledged re-t
writing his agency’s reports to meet the requu'ements
of policy. Information processing, in other words,i:
does not precede policy. Policy legitimates informa
tion—even brings it into being. The essential elemen
in Admiral Turner’s thought lies elsewhere. He tol
the A A.U.P. that we were, after all, virtually at wa
- Pedantic ‘concern for the niceties of open academi
discourse had to give way in the circumstances, h
said, to the sterner demands of historical emergency.
Admiral Turner’s totally technical-notion of mtell
gence is at bottom totally pohtxcal -The two a
bound to-each other hke partners ura sadomasocl'n
tic liaisons% = - T

: “Intelhgence then falls becausex restson errone- |
ous ideas of the relationship-of-thought to power.
Power invariably invades the- sphere-of thought. It
does so the more insidiously and ‘effectively when
thought claims to be beyond power ‘The systematic
blindness: of our mtelhgenc <results -from its!
implicit siibservience to our. pohcy " Géorge Kennan |
wrote that: .our Foreign. Service was-more effectxve
when it was much smaller-and far more homogene-(
ous. The- 800 officers who- constrtuted' it had a clear; ,
conceptxon of the world. In an epoch before our nation |
had a grand design foreverybody and everything, the l
Foreign - Sérvice could ‘actually” acknowledge that'
other nations and peoples had their own lives. Despite .
our limitless production of - reﬂew-memorandums
commission reports. books. monographs and papers— i
inside and outside the foreign polxcy paratus—w i
seem forever ‘overtaken by events,:¢v < O

'GOETUNED
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onsxder the recent past The Poznan rising in
| 1953.. the revolution in. the German Demo-
) cratic Republic Iater in that year, the Polish
October of 1956 and the Hungarian Revolu-
tion which followed it were not predicted. Our intelli-
gence failed to anticipate de-Stalinization. To this
day, the C.L.A. has the effrontery to: Boast of its suc-
cess in -obtaining a“copy of Khrushchev’s famous
speech, when it should be apologizing for its failure to

have foreseen that it was: commg..»ﬂ?he C.I:A.. like

Dean Acheson and John:Foster Dulles(anid hundreds
of supposedly detached scholars) cultivated images
-of the statesocialist' regimes so one—dxmensxona‘x SO

monolithic,* that conflict.and’ change ‘within theim_

seemed impossible. Despite.the Yugoslav precedent,

the Sino-Soviet conflict came as'a*huge-surprise. -

.Our capacity to understand- and deal with Western

Europe has been greatér; butstill rather limited. The
begmmngs of the Italian version of Eumcommumsm _
in Togliatti’s’ doctrine-of: polycentrxsm. “went unre-
‘marked by our elites. The mcorporatxon of the Italian | :

Socialist Party'in the Government'was-imposed by

the White House on a.resistant forelg'n policy appara--

tus, which-viewed the Socialists as dangerous. West

_German negotiations with the Demoecratic’ Republic:

and the Soviet Union, initiated in;1969 by the Social

Democrats and Free Democrats had -been long in
preparation—by the parties' in question and in the

German national political tradition. Kissinger. of '

course, had some empathy with matters German, but

many sectors of the national security apparatus are”

still surprised—a decade later. We depicted de Gaulle
as an idiosyncratic old ‘man. virtually a crank. for
most of his reign—and failed to see the European sig-
nificance of Gaullism. That France, despite the
events of 1968, might actually go to the left is not a
real possibility to be prepared for but anightmare for
which we allow Giscard to administer soporifics. We
persist in-a half-patronizing; half-resentful attitude
toward the West Europeans, about whom, if truth be
told, many in our foreizn policy apparatus know little
and (protestations of Atlantie- sohdanty to the con-_
'trary) care less. = o rlelielaNGENL e
The list éould be extended ‘In‘the Bay of ngs inva-
sion-the C.L.A. sent its- Cuban: :Brigade to an area
where the_peasants were partxcularly attached to the
regime, and the expected uprising in the cities failed
utterly to-materialize. The-Portuguese “Revolution.
South Vietnam’s collapse, the success of the Parti
Quebecois:Begin'’s electoral triumph Mrs. Gandhi’s.
defeat, black resistance in the Union of South Africa.
‘the persistent strength of dissent in the Soviet Union:
have nothing in common-—except that they surprised
American political intelligence: Occasionally. junior.
officers ‘in-the C.I.A. and the State*Department are
acute analysts and observers..When " their reports

prove disturbing, however;, they rarely find their way

to the top.-The intelligence functions of government
cannot be isolated, then. from the conduct of foreign !
policy in' its entirety. The assumptxons of our policy | |
determine-the selective interpretation (and some-'i
times the simple manufacture) of evidence. We may '
recall Admiral Turner’s efforts in June to convince a |
skeptical’ Congress that he had-evidence of Cuban
mvolvement in the Shaba episode.in Zaire.. . -x--
A particularly absurd criticism of our world role ! '
holds the C.LA. responsible for every cruelty and dis-!
aster occurring anywhere. The world is quite capable :
of going-to hell without the C.I.A’s ‘help. The C.LLA.’s | !
‘critics, however, have simply taken:our intelligence
officers at'their-word. The latter believe that nothing-
can. happert. without their: knowledg'e (and, ideally; |
-consent).-Alpossibility: unacknowledged by the C.L A
‘cannot emst—and if it does;.it _presumably has no-.
“right to exist: The regimes we.maintain seem, some-
‘how, . more='real than the: forces .opposing them—
‘unless;; of ‘Course, the. latter: have.to be depicted.in
:monstmus’ terms, the better to: frighten us. - Sl
+:.Demonological accountsof world pohtu:s depict our
%forexgn policy apparatus 2s engaged in the ruthless
‘manipulation. of. events.; (Those : who “deplore-our
‘alleged - weakness,: and see the. hand .of the Soviet
‘Union--everywhere, think. sxmllatly—and no doubt
“would wish us to manipulate events.if we could:) We.
:should:be- cautious, however; about: attributingtoo |
_much: foresight to those at the: top of the apparatus.
They hardly control it, for one thing. For another. the
"severest criticism we can make of them is that they -
actually believe in the world picture’ they promul-:
gate. The para.dox is that our nation surely does not
lack resources cof intelligence i in’ the ordmarv sense of
the word. Our culture and our. science, after all, are
. flourishing. Why should a problem of political tech- |
.mique, ‘dealt with reasonably-well by other natrons.
:pm\e so difficult? . = -las e \%; -
% One. answer is that we suffer from ‘the w eakness of
our principled opposition. In no Western nation is a*
“rift in political consensus moreanx;ouslv feared. and
~ less threatened. It is quite true that. since Vietnam. a ]
. sparadic.debate about foreign pohcv has been taking
,place.tbut :those who svstemattcally criticized the 7
;assumptions that led to Vietnam Bave not made their
tway into, the .foreign policy* apparatus Our elite is
mded ‘between those who J:hmj( -previous politics -
gentlrelv correct and thoseLw Zthink them mainly:
Seorrect’ =3 i - . - i RRRRE T, o e E

=4
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‘ar was the restﬁtof the obsessions
‘of the decade 1900 60. szsmger‘was lucid enough to -
‘ rationalize these to discard surplisideology. to think -
" in terms of pure power. The members of the Trilat--
_eral Commission were shockedsby so much frank-
-ness—and thought it bad for multinational business::
In any event. they did not think oursociety capable of
bearing Kissinger's burdens..and. proposed that these | -
“be shared. In principle far moré-aware of complexity
‘ than the theorists of American empire, the Trilateral-
ists in practice revert to ngxdxty when confronted

. cimpose 2 uniform foreign. pOllC"“UDON the Congress.) ;

~with loss."How else explain their unseemly retreat |
F,from the human rights.policy, when it became clear |

; that Iranians and Nicaraguans were taking it liter-

~ally" In any event. the range of .publioc debate about
our: forengn policy is so narrow,,that it encourages
those in power to constrict thexr«thought and vision.
:.Does the limited experlence of.our elite also endow-
]t withtunnel vision in mattemoof political intelli-.
- gence? Blacks, Catholics. Hxspa.mcs. Jews and women .
-have-now made their way- mto*‘the foreign pohcy
agencies—as-white Anglo—Saxons.thhout Ivy dex]
grees did before them—but the’. -apparatus still sets”
the terms of-discussion. Those :who, join it no longer
- think of -themselves as beho]denﬁo outside groups.-
-and most of these groups lack coherent foreign policy ™.
rideas anyhow. The new recruits -are assimilated into ]
-an American elite that is remote from many of the

iproblems of our own society=and:that views other:

i

vsometles through lenses doubly-¢louded. . - <

- There are, no doubt, organizational changes in”
._mtellxgence that should be made. The C.I.A. should
- be abolished, for a start. and its functions distributed -

.among other agencies. The original rationale for a
"separate intelligence agency was that it would be
-independent of the bureaucratic-interests of the other-
.departments. The agency promptly developed its own
sinterests, and much of its activity:now is aimed at
«self-aggrandizement. Political intelligence should be
sthe responsibility of the State Department. We might-

‘even, one day, hold ambassadors responsnble for accu- .
srate reportmg about the countnes in whxch they_.‘.

-~ I —-ud

‘serve.

<

» Organizational change.’ ‘however. has limits. Bu- '

'.reaucracy-hxerarchv in general—have been conspic- |

.uouslv unsuccessful in developing the sort of open
*discussion that is an mdxspensable component of the
“searchfor knowledge.: (The’ :Soviet Union has the
‘equwa]ent of a brigade of ‘'specialists on the United

_States at the Academy.of Scxences 'When some Soviet

!

Ieaders received a group -of;, ‘American Senators !

“recently. they puton a cretmous dlspla\' of ignorance

by rebukmg' the Democratic ‘Party for its failure to

~Incits present forms.: “mtelhgence is bound to be
~u‘ ‘_ﬁtelhyzent. Intelhgence—dlscnmmatmg historical |
Judzment. a large vision.: svmpathv for the world's !
peoples a sense of our own nation’s moral responsxb:l-

;«lt{es—\\ ould be better That élo“ ever. waits. .upon 2

- ..sn-

PYSEIRY, Wit o8

“Norman Birnbawm s’ professor*:
. Amherst College. :

......
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THE WASHINGTON POST
Article appeared 23 January 1979
on page B-12

'

DUNAGIN’S PEOPLE / by Ralph Dunagin
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ide DALLAS MORNING wnowd
14 January 1979

A Giant '-?;r{)})‘iem'w - .

RICHARD NIXON, trying to .
rally support for his Vietnam
poiicies, once admornished
against this nation’s ever giv-
ing the impression that it was
“a pitiful, helpless giant.” It is
easier, some years later, 10 see
what he meant. R

With respect to at least two
current international traumas,
the US. image has in truth
been one of helplessness,
‘whether of pitifulness or not. .
Neither in Iran nor in Cambo-
‘dia bas the United States’ had -
any- leverage to exert. It has
been reduced to hand-wring-
ing, . hardly - an . edifying
exercise for one of the globe’s
two superpowers. . -

- -In Cambodia; the problem is
twofold. It is not just that there -
was little we-could do about-

actually got on the wrong. side.
— that of.Cambodia and its
genocidal rulers-— by publicly .
protesting the - invasion,’
although it was Cambodia that.
‘commenced hostilities in the

first place. = 7l .
“ " In Iran, we announced early
on (and correctly, in The News’
view) our- support for the

embattled shah. But as it devel- -
. _oped, our support meant . noth- -

ing. The CIA: had .lost. touch
* with-the .opposition and, as it
. now .-appears, “had :-failed’ -to
apprise . Washington.z of -how
really desperate was the:shah’s
plight. Adjustments that might.
have been made. in our policy .
years back went unmade. -
. Sonpow the United States has -

been obliged ~to-- backpedal,.
making known that it thinks -

its old friend the shah'— ‘SO

Jimmy Carter has often enough-"
denominated him .— should ..

- inability to articulate clear .
international aims — such

The old Dulles-Eisenhower pol-

' expansion had its drawbacks,

‘ beefing up of our defenses and

. throughout the. globe. ~But

Viemam’s successful invasion " “detente and “the China card”

of its communist neighbor. We -

government. But how it makes |
us look in the world's eyes is |
only to be imagined. '

Some of this is the Carter
administration’s fault, but not
all. The administration’s lack-
of a coherent foreign policy, its

things have hurt. But in fact a
sense Of purposelessness has
afflicted our foreign policy for
the past decade. We cannot
seem to make up our minds
what our interests abroad are.

icy of opposition to communist

but, at least it was coherent. It
provided the rationale for the

the extension of U. S. influence

have canceled out anticommu-
nism as the basis of our policy.
. We still feel:'vaguely that
there are causes we should be
.promoting around the world —

_such as human rights — but.
‘with Realpolitik out the win-
"dow we have cut back our
- armed forces, mangled the CIA
and withdrawn from many of
. our advanced outposts. We lack
‘not £t the motivation but the

me to make as big an impact

. as we formerly made in foreign
affairs.. - - - ]
.+~ And as if all-this were not.
damaging . enough,  we- have |

‘begun to make a name for:our-
selves when it-comes to sabo-
‘taging- allies. First Cambodia;:.
then Vietnam. (Is it any. won- .
der we lack leverage in South-
east Asia?) Most-recently-the--
Republic of China on Taiwan. - ..
¥ A pitiful, "helpless giant?

More confused than helpless; -
in our view. But the time has

clear out for a while. It is a pru- ; come for.clearing up the confu-

dent policy, perhaps, given our . ston:-Just what i& it after all .
dependence: on the good will ¢ that we stand for? ‘And what-
and the oil of the new Bakhtiar.» are we going to do aboutit? *’ :‘:

R P s L L e T BLTYeY vt o=~
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OPINION"AND COMME

Joseph C. Harsch!

What went wrong’? |

The sudden collapse of the Pahlavi dynasty - l
in Iran is a misfortune for the United States. ,
The departed Shah was a loyal friend of the
-United States. He was the keeper of the peace
and protector of the oil routes in the Gulf. He
was a presumed rock of stability in the shifting
sands of Middle East politics. Washington
gropes for a substitute. None is immediately or
conveniently at hand. Much improvising will

have to be done. St

Whenthmgshketmshappenquesnonsarem
order. What went wrong? Should someone
have seea it coming and taken evasive or cor-
rective action in time?. Are there any lessons
to be learmed? LT

It seems perfectly clear that not enough
people in high enmough places in Washington
saw it coming in time.- On New Year’s Day a
year ago President Carter was praising the
Shah and calling him “an island of stability.”
Eight days later, on Jan. 9, the Shah’s soldiers
were firing on demonstrators in the streets of
Qom, an Islamic “Holy City.”” That in turn
touched off other demonstrations in every
other important city in the country. There
have been repeated troubles in Iran ever since.

As late as August, after hundreds, some say
thousands, had been killed in street rioting, the
American govemment was still operating on

the asumption that ‘“the Shah, who firmly

holds the reins of power, will preside over a
_peaceful and prosperous Iran Ior the next ten
- or 15 years.” :

By September outsnde experts on Iran were
saying that the Shah’s days in power were oum-
bered, that he probably could not last out the
year. In September the optimism which pre-

. vailed officially through August was [inally
_discarded. The . memorandum quoted . above
was “withdrawn.” The office of the national
security adviser-at the White House and the
Central Intelligence Agency were blaming
each other. On Now. 11, the President sent a
joint notice to Cyrus Vance, Secretary of State,
Admiral Stansfield Turner, director of the CIA,
and Zbigniew. Brzezinski, national security ad-
viser, saying, bluntly: “1 am dissatisfied with

the quality of political intelligence.” The three :

were told to correct the condition.

It seems to be a fair conclusion from the
publicly known facts that wishful thinking kept
the President from knowing in time to act cor-
rectively just what was going on in Iran. CIA
apologists say they. were forbidden by the
Brzezinski office to raise any doubts about the
Shah's tenure. Brzezinski office defenders say
the CIA was slow in its appraisals. Outsiders
cannot be sure where the greater blame lies. |

- uninterrupted flow of oil from the Gulf.’ Isn’t

Gulf in 1969 the United States could perfectly |
_well have put an American squadron in its.
-place and based it there permanently. This’
- Was not done partly, one presumes, because it.
"was cheaper and easier to let the Lranians do it

"yourself. If Washington wants its oil supply line

The unpersona.l fact is that as late as August
the government in Washington was operating
on the assumption that the Shah would weather
the storm in Iran, whereas several outside ex-
perts had gone to Iran, seen for themselves,
and concluded that the Shah was politically ﬁn'
ished and would have to go.

Supposing more people in Was!nngton had
been more perceptive, sooner, what could have
been done? By August of last year probably
not much. As late as that anything done to
disassociate the United States from the Shah
could have hastened his downfall. The United
States was so deeply committed to the Shah,
and so closely associated with him, that Amer-.

" jcan prestige in Iran could no longer be sepa-

rated from him. -
The lesson would seem to be that itis nsky

" indeed dangerous, for a great power such as
* the United States, to base its policies in a coun-
: trysuchasn'anonasmgleperson As a mat-

ter of policy, Washington had avoided contact

. with the political opposition. Its people in Iran
" jtself did not know the leaders of the opposi-

. tion, hence had no way of measuring the de-
. gree of dissatisfaction with the Shah's regime

or the political prospects of the dissidents.
A second lesson would seem to be that it is

. risky, mdeed dangerous, for a great power to
. rely so heavily on another country to look after
.American interests in a part of the world

where those interests are of first importance.
American interests in the Middle East are of
first importance to the welfare of the United
States and its people. Unless or until Amer-
icans find a substitute for Middle East oil the
American economy, and a very large number
of American jobs, will be dependent on the.

tlnsa:untefest.toonnportanttobeleftmtlue1
hands of anyone else? Who can look after such
important American mtersts as wel! as Amer-
icans themselves? -~

When the British pulled theu' Navy out of the

with their rapidly expanding naval force which
had been provided by Washington and was
trained by Americans. Why not let the Iramans
be the policemen of the Gulf? -

We know the answer now. No one can.be
counted on to do your own wark except you,

protected it had best protect it wnh Amerxcan
ships and American crews. ._."' o :

DIt TS ETE 2 .\4
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RICHMOND TIMES-

DISPATCH

12 January 1979

NEWS FOCUS

?relmie 10 a Showdow
For Control of the Gulf

By Cord. "ﬂeyer“’

WASHINGTON - There are dtsturbmo signsin .
theIranian oil tields that the revolution has™”

already:spup beyond the control of its Moslem- - telhm‘nc" on the sizeof ity secretme-nbersh g
~-and

lMuga(Ol’&.t.-.- A et e S n..( . -r\-ﬁ-u Do L
Communist mfluence.among the:Iranian oil .

workersseems tobemuchgreaterthan ormnal- B

ly suspeczed. When the exxled rehgxous leader, ' telhgﬂmeagencxes that the French-and Itaiian-
Ayato_lhn-hhomemn. dxapalched a de!eganon 1o --Cemmumss parties have-channeied substantial {

the oil fields-ta persuade the workers-toresume<
production for domestic. needs he drew a flatly:
negatrveresponse- The assumptxon now is that -
**Khomeini’s writ does notrun in theoil ﬂelcls“
because the radical left has taken over. - '

Carter'siranian experts areconvincedthatno = .

single event has done more to destabilize the
shah's regime:-than the- ‘highly - professional
assassination in late December of Paul Grimm, .
the American general manager of the oil com-
pany consortium.that produces tran’s-oil....
Foreign technicans had eaclier tended to ig-
nore ‘threats -to: their: satety; . but:-Grimm’s
dramatic shootmg provoked a mass. flight and

now none:of. this talent remains: behind.. Onl‘ :

production, which nasbeengradualiyrising, fell -
abruptlysputting decisivepressureoatheshah’ s
tottering regime. - 7::: e -~.:.‘:.:, N

-

. A‘AERICAN "OFFICIALS do not “Believe the
“assassination team.came. trom the local
area.The cool competenceof thisastutely timed :
political murder bore the mark of one of the two-
Iranian terrorist groups, either the Marxist -
*People’s Sacrifice Guerrillas” or the extreme
Islamic “‘Peopie’s Struggle:s." Both- groups
have received arms and. tFaining from the.:
Palestinian terrorists, which.draw. support in :

regime in South Yemen. [~
. "The KGB is not accused, wlmm the governo :

ment, of having. directly mastermmded the. .~

Grimm assassination,butitiscledr thatwithout
communist support the Palestinian guerrillas.. .
could nothaveaequipped the local terronsrs tobe
as formidable asthey are. "

Carter officials see no idle boast in the recent l .

claim of zn- éxiled . communist that-*‘o
organizations- inside Iran.itsell are: growing
fast.” The underground communist organiza-. .
tion in Iran, the Tudeh Party, has led an illegal .
exnstenceforyearsmsxdethecountry.buntsex- ﬁ
ile leadership has been funded by Moscow and’
maintains itsheadquartersin East Berlim:Inin-

. ternational communist.; meetings, it has

- a‘way of ' getting:the revolunonary bandwagon—-‘

" vised Tranian’ ;oldners and - officers not:f‘to
- protecttmsfour, traitorous; corrunt U:S. puppet

it cartels and thundered,-*'The primary motto of
turnfrom theEastGermans and thecommumst .2 our people-at. this stage of their revolutionary
T struggle i8:-Down with the shah's reglmeand

_-invoivement .a hollow ring of -hypocrisy.

demonstrated its consistent loyalty to the|

~* Rremlin. There- is- a disturbing-lack of in-|

- Further evidence of indirect Soviet interven:

"'-"non isfound in reports from Western Europein-

«funds~-into- Khomeini's-- Paris- headquarters: =
"*Therexs.&stmngpresumpuen that'the-Kremlin
: -knewabout ‘and approved this covert funding as’

rolhng. Lo

.. R s IR
TRFL LRI IIZILIS R

THE MOST TELLING PROOF of direc! Sovtet
intervention is a clandestine radio station
which calls itself *The National Voice of Iran™
but ‘is transmitting from Baku, well irxsidu.e'1
Russia. Plainly controlled by the Sovxets. icpur-.
ports tgbe the true voice of the Iranian people
and pretends to be broadcasting from inside
- Iran;- re!ernng to- Russra as- “*our- fnendly
northert neighbor.”* Vil nEmR e el
Broadcastmg— at the peak evemng—hstenmc
hour in Persian and Azeroaij jani, this radio-has’
-~been monitored by- Americar officials, and the
- translations make grim reading; On December-
5, just before .the massive religious’
demonstrations, this Soviet-controlied voicead-

‘regime’? and called on the troops to mutmy

agamst the-**biack generals.” T -
.- On December 30, the broadcasts’ accused the

Umted States of intervening to protect the oil

anv Sz

ies -

out with the Americans,™” '~
~The interception-of these- broadcasts gives
Brezhnev s public protestations of non-

anately, the Sovnets make no secret of their:

eagerness to see the shah replaced by a gover:'-

ment that will be.far more cordial to them.:.

" . The rebuft of Khomeini's agents,. like the
‘'slaughter of Paul ermm points to a future in
whnch Western access to Iran's oil will be hotly- |

' contestedbylocalcommumsts.A'!dthe)oustmg

for influence in.Iran after the shah leavesis apt |

to become the prelude toa showdown stmgg!e

for control of the Parsian Guif.”™= - - =~
-+ ©1979; Field Enterprises Ince.

-
-
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AVIALIUN WELSN & OFAUL LECLRNILOCY

Article appeared 22 January 1979
on page 23

—

lranian Intelligence

Washington— President Jimmy Carter,
asked it there is danger of the U.S.
. losing its intelligence stations that moni-~
tor Saviet missile activity from northern
Iran, replied: *“There's obviously, in any
country where we have intelligence '
sources, a danger for those sources to
be moditied or lost. We had this occur, as |
‘ you know, a few years ago in Turkey, |
when we had an embargo against the |
sale of military weapons to Turkey. And ]
this has happened from time to time. g

“We have constantly been able- and :
determined,” he added, “to provide '
increasing capability for surveiilance !
which would aliow us to compensate for |
those changes that are inevitabie in any |
changing society. So | can assure the |
public and the Congress, that no matter '
what happens to specific inteiligence !
sources in iran, we can adequately ;
compensate for their change and provids '
adequate verification for compliance by
the Soviet Union with SALT agreements.” |
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ARTICLE Af s THE BALTIMORE SUN
_— on PAGE 25 January 1979

- Carter aides, intelligence agencies
faulted for not foreseeing shah’s fall

i - —Presidential . advisers shah was unwritten. The panel did not give the ~  The subcommittee said it found no evidence
amwmg::u(::;da were {0 bﬁd;."??r " pames of those it considered to.be at fault. . - of deliberate _n_:ampuhuo: cgr:‘ﬁfence to-
failing to foresee that the Shab of ran would be i As a result of this policy toward the shah, , support a pasition ::l;e‘.' y icials mca‘mt"'
forced from power, a House subcommittee said the subcommittee concluded, intelligence - although seg‘: in . genc:! e e being
yesterday. . - . .:. collection was weak and US. analysts would : addras?g zlmdmthtzt e pocins

’reponm " mm!l gstanding U nu: .suusl m&&?‘m‘lﬁ'&%‘ﬂ:‘n‘ s ' that the o:f’i:;lssx:uud because a pro-shab;
. ni e . R 1 C Dec » S
:upport f’&“&f?ﬁ ::mpened the appetite.of .- The report added: “Those who challenge - , policy was being developed. -

dministration policymakers for analyzing the ;conventional wisdom bave little to look forward. --.  “However, after careful review, the staif
:hah's position ‘:g deafened them to the dan- 1o in their intelligence careers.” ~~ "'~ . .. finds no evidence of such deliberate manipu-
~ gers suggested by intelligence reports. - r= 4y _The subcommittee said: “The attention of = lation,” thereportsaid. . . - .. - : .

'S. policy supporting the shah prohibited in-¢ top policymakers was not brought forcefully to. . . . an
teiltijgang: contact with Mentm “other > bear on Iram until October, 1978, but by thea... dfgebm?‘”‘“: said it m?:tmu
" franians who might have supplied information =:“U.S. policy options which might have existed. . ge- t\d“"m‘" dragmgged on pearly a-
making it clear that the shah could pot retainr¥ earlier—such as encouraging the shah to bring .. . earmand “mboggcd down” in disputes between.
control of his country, the subcommittee said_ « ¥ opposition elements into his government—no- "¥hcagencis.:' pamtnbraupt iy
The report said the US. policy toward the ~:loager heid promise.” ™ """ " - 1 ol hm T 4 et e e

» Y 54
D s s - = ®
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Intetligence Agencies

Makers Over Iran

3

c——

By BERNARD GWERTZIMAN
Sprctal to The New York Times- -

WASHINGTON, Jan. 24 — A House
committee said today that both the’
American intelligence- community and
Carter Administration policy m: had.
to share blame for the failure.to perceive
the depth of the crisis imIramand to fore-
cast that it could lead to .Shah Mo~
bammed Riza Pahlevi'sdeparture. .

-

‘In. a detailed:report on.the- Govern— <> Fearof

ment’s handling of the Iranian situation,*"
the committees staff ‘said .there was"
clearly “a waming failure’in that top|
policy makers” attention was not drawn:
forcefully to.Iran until last October; when!
it had become-nearly-impossible for the:
United States to do anything about the de-;
teriorating situation. . iz ;

_The 11-page report issued by the House{_
Permanent Select Committee on Intelli-;:
gence said that ‘‘weaknesses in the intel»l'
ligence community’s performance in this}
case are serious.” But it said that-tol
blame the intelligence community a

e Pwl

"~ Ever since the Shah's inability

i

‘was “simplistic’* because *‘such charges.
blind us to the importance of user atti-

tudes in any warning process.’” .
“In the case of Iran, longstanding
United States attitudes toward the Shah

inhibited intelligence collection, damp-

ened policy makers’ appetite for analysis-
- of the Shah’s position and deafened policy

makers to the warning implicit in avail-

intelligence,’
Repercussions. . -
- to retain
r became evident. there- has been
concern in the Carter Administration that
if.events in Iran adversely affected the
United States, the Administration might
be accused of having ““lost Iran.”
<, .-Fherreport was sharply cri
Administration’s performance and found
little positive to say about the inteiligence
agencies. It noted that the Pentagons in-
telligence arm was predicting as late as

’-the report
- ¥ .

T

Political

in for 10 more years..; -

... Although Administration-officials have,

tical of the’

last Sept: 28 that the Shah would remain,

been questioned by Congressional com--
mittees about the intetligence failures,
‘there has beem no apparent drive fo tumn
the Iranian situation into a.major politi-
calissue./ . - . A Co.

A basic problem, the. report said: was|
.the dual function of the Central Intelli-
gence Agency: On the one hand, it.said,
“‘the C.1.A_had historically considered it-
- self the Shah's- booster.”. But “‘on the

other hand, it was supposed to provide
_sound intelligence anatysis of the Iranian
Upolitical situation,” the reportsaid.. ..
Policy Makers Blamed - V-’
- . Without mentioning individuals, the re-
‘port said that the policy makers’ atti-
‘tudes had probably been more critical
} than the weaknesses of the intelligence. :
-~ As the American policy in the Persian
Gulf “became more d on the
Shah,” the report said, “‘risk of offending
the Shah by speaking with the opposition
became lessac bie.” ;

- It said that the C.I.A. produced no:re-
| porting based on sources in the opposition { .
_for-two years ending in November 1977
;fa;%pmduced none in the first quarter of}
> “And embassy ' political reporting
‘based on contacts with the oppisition wis
‘,~ rayi and sometimes contemptuous,’ it

sai : ) -

4

i3
Rl N

‘Narrow and Cloudy Window®

. *“In sum, intelligence field reporting;
from Iran provided a narrow and cloudy!
window through: which to observe the
sweeping social and political changes
‘under way' since late 1977, the report
: Fod Twedes gl

said. .. . 5
C.LA analyst in

.It said that a senior 3
Washington had appealed last August for!
. more sophisticated reporting from the
field, complaining that more was
of key Iranians’ views on the monarchy
! to 20 years ago than today. “Neither
* C.I.A. nor the embassy political
% was very responsive to these requests,” |

T .

wr

widespread contact with Iranians of vari-
| ous persuasions,” the reportsaid, i<
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ARTICLE AFT, NEW YORK DATLY NEWS
N PAGE 25 JANUARY 1979

-‘*(aiteri*éides 4
get hlame for
Iran shocker -

By BRUCE DRAKE .

Washmgtom (News Bureau)—~
The United ™ States was caught
flatfooted by the rapid turn of
eventa in Iran : because ' senior.
policy-makers in-the Carter ad=
mxmstratxon compounded ‘weak<-.
nesses - in - intelligence-gathering*
with an unwﬂ]mgness to-hear bad -

news about the shah, .a Housei

subcommittee said yesterday. L2

" In an 1ll-page report, the.evaluation.
unit of the House Select Committee on
Intelligence labeled as “simplistic” fre-
quent charges that U.S. misreading of:
“the Iran situation should be laid only t
-“intelligence- failure.” President Carter
himself has expressed dissatisfactio-
'thh the quality of US pohtical intelli-
genc’, M;i‘-s.* -.lf‘*_l 1
.- “Clearly,® the’ report sand “tthers~
“was a-warning failure in that the atten-|
“tion - of -:top:-. pelicy-makers- was-~.not.
brought forcefully to bear on Iran until
October 1978. By: then - the- degree -of-
dissidence -there had made orderly
transition away from the shah's’ auto-
cratxc rule nearly. impossible.” - i

~:They turned a deaf ear

But while fmdmg “weaknesm” 1
the  performance of U.S. intelligence”
agencies, the ,stbcommittee staff--con--
cluded that policy-makers’ confidence 1
the shah, which . intelligence did not
chanenge,,,m mm skewered- mtem
gence.s% 1:

21 the case” of* Iran, lonr-standing'gn
:U. 8. attitudes: toward- the shah inhib-]
ited -inteiligence.: collection,‘dampene&‘
policy-makers”.. appetite: for “analysis. ==
‘the shah’s position and deafened pohcy-'
.maoers:to the- warmnz unplicxt‘ incur-*:

rent intelligence.” . . =i % e s
" The subcommittee issued yesterday’l 3
Teport:after staff ‘'members interviewed ~
_officials-at-the Central Intelligence Ag-
ency, State Department and. Intclhgenee-»
analysts at the Defense Dep_utment and ” g
National Security Agency. ‘i._: . .. °

JRVTDNNRE YT SO NP ST PR, X >
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Article appeared " 25 January 1979

on paae A-l,l

e —— s

C Reacupns to:Sh

>resident Carter and’ his’ top oreign
icy advisers must share- -responsibils
~_with: the . Central™ ‘Intelligence
ency and others for the-U.S. failureq
assess- accurately the: rising politi~
 challenge that drove Shah Mohame-
d Reza- Pahlavi- from. iran this4
nth," a: congressional mVesﬁgaung.
hel charged yesterday.: R |
‘B1.S. policy- options’ ‘whichi,-might.
ve- existed earlier:no: longer-heid:
smise” by the late-autumn;, when top-

icymakers for- the: first-time -began 4 '

realize the shah would not survive’

» upheaval, the. House- subcommit
» on evaluation: of intelligence- 2

ts &!n I-page staffreport:
st
The report portrays

n’s reactions to Iran as a broad faxl

s advisers, had: Tocused on - an isos
ed intelligence failure being at the!
ot of the sluggish U.S. reactions to
e apparent downfall a highly
d strategic “ally: e
In other developmen erday= s
'Iran’s ambassador to: Washington.
rdeshlr medn Fsald. 1_:1: ‘shah. doe£

e -United States ls manmma-

ipment- of 200,000 barrelsfof gaSo-y
ne and diesequel toi Tran- to. keep—
ilitary and government vehicles run-1
ng. Until-strikes shut down: -Tranian:|
1 fields- last. month; Iran ‘was the*
>r1d’s second Iargest crude 011 e;‘
rter. . } d : )
The- slnpment_ of. 150000 barrels of
ese‘el and' 50,000 barrels of gaso-u

e an undisclosed: Persian Guif*
rt later this week will be financed
: ' U.S. military sales credxts '. 2]
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-at onie point suspected that criticismr

did-not. want to be bearers= of. -bad

" that. “U.S. policy- toward the shah pre-

-iition and. deafened policymakers to-

1 1ssuxnd the subcomnuttee report
‘yesterday; Rep. Charles-Rose (D-N.C.)
dxsclosed that his staff.investigators

‘of the shah had been. deliberately: sup--
‘pressed “by intelligence: officials who

inews:“ (SRR I R ]
he subcommxttee turned up no evi--
dence “of such deliberate manipula-:
tlon,, Rosé€ said, but-the report asserts

vented: direct contact with opposmou
elements" inside Iram-. . V.
"'“Eong-standmv us.” atmudes to—

iward-the~shah inhibited intelligence’y

collectlon dampened - poheymakers
TAppetite for analysis of the shal's pos-

‘the»warning implicit in current mtelh.-
‘gence; the report saysa.. . -

¥ While not. nammg'*Presxdent Carteri-
*his. nattonal~ secunty*,affaxrs:-advxser,
Zbigniew - Brzezinski, ~Secretary <ot}
State Cyrus: R. Vance and cther poli-
cymakers, the report 3. stress on the3
failure’ of “users”. of"intelligence to
~ask the: nght questionS' and to pay at-
tention. fo-. evente in -Tran at criticald
'pomtsw}eclearly. intended-for them. -

< Based on ‘a_month-long revjegr ot
classﬁié&i documents and iAterviews'|
‘with .CFA, State Department,. Penta-
goniand. other agencles, the repor:,
cqnclud\es\ 3 é& g‘-f R .:ealia 3;‘3‘.
;.,' “The CIA for- two yearsvproduced
no* mtelligence based on. ~sources-
within tke religious: opposmon» that |
‘led the' revoIt ‘against: the: shah. U.S¢3
‘embassy pohtical 1'ex:'ortimr from con-
tacts within the opposition “was rare;
.and sometimes contemptuous g
«® The State Department’s Bureait of+|
Intelhgence and: Research spotted‘_th

strength and, depth. of the opposmon
.before. the- CTA, but évidentty -did not |
‘press: sttongly enough to-get.that view:
'to higher: policy.. levels: As: a° whole*‘_
“mtel}igence community productzom,«
on Iran can.beju

““ o Fyen if the reporting “had.
better it may well have had no im--

act on a president already. under
‘pressure to make a policy decision to

bex j dgedrno better than:

express firm support for the shah"

P _The mtelhgence.‘ agenci‘es4 and the.
embassy -evidently restricted their-

‘dontacts with political opponents in.
-Iran- because they, feared: displeasing

‘the shah and-losing his agreement for |
‘what are termed higher priority”in-
telligence tasks, according to: the rex

-port. The-CIA’s main target from-its
operations- i, Iran is reperted to bave. |
:been the S¢viet Umon..,o.»*.aae,.. I8

.. Intelligence:- ﬁem reporting.. from?

“Iran “provided’ 2 narrow .and cloudy

window through-whick-to observe the
sweeping social. and pelitical changes
underway,” ‘the‘report states.”" -~ -~ ~

* Ifi" August 1977; the CIA“ concluded
t‘xat “the shah.will be an ‘active: par-
ticipant in Iranian life well ‘into the
.1980s” and “there will be.no radical
‘enange in Iranian’ politicak behavior|
in the near: future.”. The ' opposition:
was still'seem as being little-more than
“trouhlesome" by "early 1978.: ~

“Even as recently as-last: Sept. 28,
the- report . continues, the..CIA cons-
‘cluded that .thé. shah “is expected to:
remain’ actlvely dn power over the
nezt 10 years)” "

" But the repox? ‘States that’ “poliw~
makers must - assume responsibzlxty,
-perhaps to a-greater degree than the
intelligence community, for-the- un-

- ‘written considerations .. -which< re=

stncted ‘both . open and clandestmev*

Iraman siinternalk. -situation.”™

“The. White House: Momez-ém.

‘sumers did not -demand analysis of thé

/shal’s- stability. Large..arms.trans<
. fers-and: other-major policies in-the
jregion ‘were. pursued* without:" “the:: ]
Ebeneﬂt of. “in-depth’ analysis of the |
';'Iraman politicak .scene, "uthe subcoxm 3
_-mxttee concluded” s
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~—"  ARTICEE- APPEARED THE WASHINGTON STAR (GREEN LINE)
ON PAGE_/~= 25 January 1979

CRITICISM FROM CONGRESS - A BASIC PROBLEM, the report said, c ' :
- -..wasthe dual function of the CIA. | AS TO. THE VARIOUS agencies, the :
-By Bernard Gwertzman - On the one hanq, it said, “the CIA:  report said the Defense Intelligence |

. NewYork Times News Service had historically considered itself the | Agency produced five reports on Iran

in the first nine months of 1978, con-
taining some accurate predictions,
but concluding as recently as Sept. 28 |

- shah’s booster.” But “on the other
“-hand, it: was -supposed to provide
. Sound intelligence analysis of the Ira-

The American intelligence com-
munity and Carter administration
policymakers have to share blame for

the failure to perceive the depth of _ian situation,” itsaid. that the shah “is expected to remain |
the crisis in Iran and to forecast that; . Without mentioning individuals,!  actively in power over the next 10

it could lead to Shah Mohammad Reza the report said the policymakers’ atti- years” - . - :

Pahlavi’s departure, a House.commit-| _tudes probably were even more criti- . Itsaid the State Department Burean
teehasconcluded. =+ - - . - cal than the weaknesses of the intelli-|  of Intelligence and Research,

In a detailed report on the govern. gence. - - - T a fulltime Iran analyst, produced no
ment’s handling of the Iran situation, 5. As the American policy in the special reports on Iran last year, but
the committee staff said there:-was Persian Gulf “became more depend- did have some accurate analysis in its
clearly “a warning failure” in that the enton the shah,” the report said, “risk daily “marning report.” '

top policymakers’ attention was not
drawn forcefully to Iran until last

- October, by which time it had become
- nearly impossible for the United
- States to do anything to alter the dete--
' riorating situation. - g
The 11-page report issued by the

- House Permanent Select Committee'
_ on Intelligence said that-“weaknesses.
. in the-intelligence community’s per-
~ formance- in this case are serious.’’
" But it said also that to blame the intel-
ligence community alone was “sim-
plisticBecause “such charges:blind
us to thé importancefof user-attitudes-
in any warning process. -« { <',: iy,
“IN THE CASE of Iran:longstmding;

. United States attitudes- toward the
-Shah inhibited intelligence: collec:
. tion, dampened policymakers’ appe-
tite for analysis of the shah'’s position;
and deafened policymakers to theé
warning implicit in available current
intelligence,” the reportsaid. - ...

. The report was. released by-the
.House intelligence subcommittee-on
evaluation, headed by Rep. Charles
Rose, D-N.C.. St
Eversince the shah’s inability to re-
tain power became evident; there has
been concern in the Carter adminis-
tration that if events.in Iran ads
versely affected the United States; the
administration might find itself“agé
' cused of having “lost [ran.” % :: 2 3ad
. The report-as a whole.was sharply.
‘critical of the administration’'s per-.
' formance, and found-very little poOSi-.
tive to say aboit the various intellis:
gence agencies. It noted that the
Pentagon’s intelligence arm as late as?
last Sept. 28 was predicting that the.

‘shah would remain in power for 10
OTeYears. . T, i 7

ol A o porsy e

of offending the shah by speaking
with the opposition became less ac-

- ceptable.” : .

. Itsaid that the CIA had produced no
reporting based on sources within the
religious opposition for a two-year

‘period ended in November 1977,

“And embassy political reporting

” on contacts with the opposition
was rare and sometimes contemptu.
ous,” it said. “United States policy to-
ward the shah also affected intelli-
gence analysis and production — not
directly, through the conscious sup~

.pression of unfavorable news, but
indirectly.”. " .. . hT Tl

... THERE WAS LITTLE interest in re-
ports on developments leading up to

FOTS JIPSUR N

‘the current crisis, and policymakers |

,Tefused to ask whether the shah
would survive indefinitely, the report
asserted. -

. “In sum, intelligence field report-
Ing from Iran provided a narrow and

_cloudy window through which to ob-
serve the sweeping social and politi-
cal changes under way” since late.

- 1977, the report said. e

* “The critical weakness in intelli-.

gence collection on Iran has been. the
lack of widespread contact with Ira--

nians of various persuasions,” the re-
-portsaid... - .
- =-“Yet this sort of collection, at least
-as much the job of embassy political

. reporting as of the CIA, could not be.

' performed effectively. by United
States officials as long as United States.
policy toward the shah prevented di-
‘rect contact with opposition ele-
.ments,”itsaid. T e
L An impomactor, the committee
' report con was a concern that
the shah might suspect a Clﬁonspir-
. &cy against him and deny the United
. States access -to the technical
intelligence-collection sites aimed at-

* The CIA produced two major long-

‘some “valuable insights” into what
'was happening, “but they failed en-

Vol

term analyses last year that contained

tirely to prepare consumers for the:
gravity of recent popular disturb

S e ey vy o

IR R ,‘,::-;.‘4‘..‘.:.1
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" new ntle — not. merely Director oi the
,\Central Intelligence Agency but Director
of Central lntell‘gencz honcho of all of-
the spy agencies, including the FBI, the
.. National Secunty Agency; the individual
military services’ intelligence outfits:and
the: State Department’s Bureau- of ~ i &
Intelhgence and:‘Research. For the- First
time in a generatiom.the US has a < 3
spymaster in the true sense of the term.
Below the president; where intelligence:

R @f
2 appllcmb wemadvued.,,;Duues fequire.
hvmg-aﬁmad, masﬁorﬁngm a foreign.

L 9“""0"""“'5-‘“” bﬁ&s‘éﬁnder hards g -matters are concerned, thebuck stops at
sANdCiY . .m Stansfleld Tumet sdesk ! L
th*‘;_gl;' 1 ‘_&

. .The publlc‘mrcfrfot‘ nI ew offinus "‘? wanalogous position was also the frrst to ao
. fepresents:a- slgmﬁcant!departmé?for am%; so% Alleri Duiles::In the-period— B
. agency thiat has-traditionally dongits mmediately after the passage by -

- recruiting with ‘considerably. mores o ..Cong;ess of an-"Intelligence Charter’ in
- discretion.. But the:ad does not indicate ..~ the early °50s, Dulles coordinated the:-...

. that the CIA is. a a loss for | ood . work of ail existing intelligence-gatheris.
B e ect g::‘ﬂ?;hatd“‘ 'f':genues—s then' se:arate 3§oups 8Indeed8
Jgencytas able b‘_‘" “Between-the Dullés brothers —Allen and-
pxck and chooseﬁonramong lugbly? Secretary: of.State: John.Foster — the Z;
"‘qualifietk:and. comnutfed pechveé sentire. conduct of - Amencan foreign % 3
i employ‘é?’ “?pokmﬁ}n&told_t}@ o poliq “open and ca Covert; was the province ]
_‘7 P AR ,-. x

“one:family-in: the post-war\yearsf

Hetusad < &r That coritrol,; and the tight ship°run by
*Ireathegh elive Hiade30 F8EAllen<Dulles,. -sainfuriated_thechiefs- of:
appl:md\s fof, 1F.000.ipb e théétl\eﬂntelhgmce units that Dulles’s |
‘Neog !he‘mﬂilrz"_ 3 - at: = sliccessor,, General. Walter Bedell Smith; -

~exampleokthe-neva ofidoing. e waschosen: fromiamong: the dnssaffected _
busmegs:at they' Born-a Born-again’; ¢ entral 3t the ‘same time; his-position was. .

*lntelrgu@mq‘ln- nm&xmtor. # - Zredefined to take cofttrol over other*‘%”

- Adrmraz; &T:‘d relias been. i gr ':Jmf:a from: hnrr and his successors.. —‘1
_ power{ £.20 mon angeshe ntikinow. - orm e The T
" has wmug?xtluvebeutbodrd'ﬁmauca :

TInEy recent l’haemx mtennew,frumer
mtensely:mn!mvmnkmthm the h%dxplomucally played down the idea that .
. intelligence. cgmmum%nly thexmsg-he-comrols ather. tsency-duef'sw‘ iy
_outlmet,@i ﬁu&dnﬁiugrq - :!ial[y 1usu§¢ firstamong eqnal’;'!.fﬁ -

¢ said, - usmg,thewprds hrhas Tepeat

",‘"vlrtually every interview over the- -

wm: paifted the "‘f;f'v ti ' 4»‘
'!'u er’ hailmaf“u“"g}“ 5qf£i_ .2 Leo e:t-opera ot}sdnvmonu ‘an. y

..“
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po

essentul amw ‘in out qm\xr. ;g.:g
. .But there are only a handful of cann
‘phrases in statements by this refreshingl
- candid public speaker. His volubility — ;
“-indeed, his very presence on the lecture]
7 circuit — is an.astonishing change. -
Richard Helms and William.Colby, hxs
. predecessors, were given to public
- statements that were clipped, oblique and
few: mostly, one imagines them in ..
. conspiratorial.gatherings of four or five |
" insiders. Turner:is-out there taking the .
shots. as they come, from audiences fair -
and foul (by his: lights).: And while he
" may beonly the first-among equals, he is
- definitely theonly one of the equals who
" has taken to. the public: podxum;. Heis, in

- all intelligence | matt:rs..:

. While he was in Bostont he. uped‘aa

Good Day!-show,-held privatrmeennp
3 with the editorial boards at ‘the Globe and. !
Momtor spokebeﬁte'&World AfEan's :

forum aé’hﬂ&g

.’: (read poiuuully foul): metpnvately,mth'

3raduatestudenb at-the JFK Séhool an&
" ate dinner-with their dean; Giaham- ;.

Allxson -~ and. started early- enough‘the;_
next: morning to_have breakfast wnth,.'_?& .

_effective at rooting out the-old boys =

- those whose careers.stretched back to the
: - wartime Office of-Strategic Serxices.(the
~ “honerable men’: of William Colby’s -
- recent best-seller):-What's_more. Turner

-men’s. dominance.of covert operations . y

.created. a.init mentality, encouraging: ;-]
y -
- undercover.operations even when they:a.

- covertoperations away from the CIA and

.secret: operations. to: safeguard the:: «naﬁ
: agencynsappropmnom-mdamuomjgxﬁ

states-in: public that covert operations are

‘-Harvard Bresident, DerdLBok before {@" 3

. -returning to Washmgton. Momve
s ” Turner made: room: for;additional."”
- discussion ‘with- other’ mmahsts..
:.including this-reporter.. -,
— - Although Turner extemponzé& at each
-public gathering and fielded awiderange
“ of questions, there was-a.single: theme
.~that ran through all of his publie.~+ 3
““utterances in-Boston. There has been “too
. much secrecy in the past’; omr the other
hand there is an-irreducible quonent of
-“security”” that the agency (and:-»
& govemment.m general} must mammn in
- g‘rder to work effectively: His most novel
- argument draws an-analogy between: ;he
~-ClA’srole inthe’ government's ITT,. - «

- bribery-and-perjury case and that of New
% York: Tmu,reporter Mym?ntber in the;
" recently conecluded: Newvfetsey ‘murder |
- trial of ““Doctor X’ I¥is an mtetsung

‘and provocative analogy: k : ag__
_ tightly reasotl@z,lf you, agree with the
&muefuhble. if

To: begmsmthrus alot eatter. 3
Tumer s-major-activity_has-been
" described officially-es-"*necessary

influence becoming known.”” That, we’

. amyriad.of leaks to the ‘press) thag the U

readjusted, the process amounted to %5
purge, one which was particularly - =2~ |

network in covert operations that had -

dominated the dark side of the agency for
the last 25 years. Judging from the names
of those officers.forced into retirement.
‘when Turner started making the cuts,. -
covert operations.-was the preserve of-

is-corréct in his:contention that these- :

were unnecessary (This .is-also. thews::
outline; of hiig argument. against ‘taking.

vesting, that, responsibility-in another-:3y
agency~ that doing:so would create: “'"‘1
the new unit-a predisposition. toward?. "

dlff&.)-* 3 .}:‘(;v_h«%ﬂlr ;!& «-ei; £ % ﬁg%
At-the samé.time, Turner. very. clearlyr;

not part«of the CIA's intelligence-- ...c
gathering functionz:It-is an- attempt.
influence-the pohtxcachmate m«anothen
country, without-the sousce of. that..«

W

have a right (indeed,-a duty) to do- ioa:
times is one-of. those first premises the:;’
admiral :ehes upon when bmldmg g

former. spooks wetengen _their walkmg,
papers upon Tutner's. accession..but.the
number is conservatively esnmated to be
in the range of 300 to-500,/many of them
on the covert snde Slnglcant e g 4

“adjustments’’ were.also made. it the. -
_countenntelhgence branch, the unit that
sples on spiés. Cuts and personnel.: shifts]
in counterintelligence are regarded:as. j
‘particularly.important because,o& the .3
controversy. that has grown pp;lmthplas
E‘e;\'r years, aroundithe branchs:long-tim
head, James Angleton,. who:was-fued by
Turner's predecessor, Wdham.Colby 3
Qng,leton .contended (openly. and through

government had. been.penetrated by th
Soviets at a very high level..Healso.sai
that “the identity of the KGB. “mole’; -
“would have been discovered if he had na
‘been fired. According.to-recent: reports;
‘Colby himself has taken. to saying,; with
‘ng intent to be funny,:Lam not a. . mole.;*

g™
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“Turner decidéd not to tehire Angleton,
wh had been compromised by the public
debate. Bdt. the new director did move a
man he calls.““one of my. oldest and most
trusted aides,." Tom Williams, into the
countenntellxgencvslot Da the reports of
& mole give him pause? Turner said he's

“convinced”’ the stories. are false, but >

feels that the. public debate they’ve -

daused justifies an-increasingly important
and visible role for coumenntelhgence
There wnll be, he made clear,.no let—up in
‘spying;or the spies. - _cu pwt.

FETIE S I WY

--:I!{net must.have_lsnown he would' be~ _

-Kennedy School..Hxs.opemfeud;m '
..Harvard Presndenbmth? B g
umverslty s guidelifies: fox faculty ™
contractswith the.C rtuallx' Sy ‘4
: guaranteed: him_sofhes hostile g quanons.-
:(In the even& several’ observers noted
there were,fcwer';ﬂum' ,j
*  The argument Betweers Turner. and |
‘Harvard is: sunple_l'herumvemty
requires that any facuity-member who'
engages to do-work for- the. agency report
“this fact to the dean of higor her faculty
(public disclosure is-not ‘irvissue, only
" notification: with the-Harvards™s « o~
_ community).: Turner’ contends dnt- thls
rule is clearly: dlscnmmatory, since it™
applies to-no othef agencyand refum
either to ratify the guideline or to enforce
it from his ¢éhdi “IFa-Harvard professor
cheooses-to-keep- his-CIA-contract secret
from the university,-we-will not‘require
him or her’to abide by the -guideline-as a
prerequlsxte for'doing thé job-contracted
for;”” he told the Kennedy School
audience. In‘answer to.arelated question, .
he replieds *!3}1[? ‘We have our rules and
you! have yours;  you wouldn't want —-- -
belidve me <15 be bound by ours; an&we
refuse similarly=ta: be bound by yours."
Although this wasfevidently-the: matter -
under discussion at(the'Bok"Tumer d”_.q
breikfast- neither side-Wag issuing an
: commumqueﬂ’and’uhsvteasomble o
assame thavn&’a&reemencﬁaﬂeached fE'
is. clear; howevers tlrat’?di‘ner §'real =
“objéction-iwnot'to the gbxdeﬁnes as theyw1

. compared -with the storm of criticism
.faced.by. Turner’s predecessors. That's

-on Intelligence. Which does not mean..

‘come to light. = LT

T
*Tumer, for.one, refuses tostate %
: categoncally ‘that no covert operatlons f;'j
" have beent conducted recently He would: £
“say’that the relevant committees of . "'~

-accordance . with the proposed (but not ’1
" yet passed). leglslahve charters for. "%
- intelligerice agencies, nf any had been

: Intelhgenc& in more than-a generation,: <.
- but openness’is not enough to-prove thae:
- the bad old days are gone. Fhis-is the:<5
‘fundamental question that comes out: oF

stand but‘to- posstble Jlater*versions that .

roy, - "

the Faculty-CIA work:m Ser A 2 3
- This sort of trouble with one academic
commumky is, of course, not to be ~

what bemg born again is all about. In the
timesince Turner was chosen to head the
CIA, we can point to no new scandal, no
new abuse of power like the ones revealed
by Sen. Frank Church’s Select Committee

that none has occurred, )ust that none has

RlSe

Congress would have been notified, in "}

undertaken. ol T, e

Turmer may. be- the most open andy
“accessible’” Director of Central=: """_',‘3

any. assessment. of Stansfield - Turner's
first-20' months: given.the CIA's hnstoryr
why should we believe what we  are being:.;
told, no. matter how candid: it seems? It
will take more than good faith and public
lectures‘to persuade America that the CIA: |
has truly been born- again:- > i ‘;

o g ATR e, ..“s"‘-s.x ain
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Perspectives

THELUMITS
OF
IN

THE NEW LEADER
15 January 1979

ELIGENCE

BY HANS J. MORGENTHAU

HE INTELLIGENCE community
in general and the Central In-
telligence Agency in particu-
lar are being criticized for not warning
policy makers of the disturbances that

have rocked the Shah of Iran’s throne.

President Carter himnself has taken the -

unprecedented step of publicly repri-
manding the highest intelligence au-
thorities for their lack of foresight, in
spite of all the recent investigations and
reorganizations. Columnists have asked
for the resignation of the CIA Direc-
tor. Mutual recriminations are shaking
theintelligence community.

I know nothing other than what I
read in the papers about the perfor-
mance of the intelligence agencies. But

I know that even the best organized, -

most competent agency and the wisest,
best informed statesman are up against
the impossibility of knowing the fu-
ture. History abounds with proof.

* In 1776, Washington declared
that “the Fate of our Country depends
in all human probability, on the Exer-
tion of a Few Weeks.” Yet it was not
until seven years later that the War of
Independencecametoanend.

® In February 1792, British Prime
Minister Pitt justified the reduction of
military expenditures and held out
hope for further reductions by declar-

ing: “Unquestionably there never was
a time in the history of this country
when from the situation of Europe we
might more reasonably expect 15 years
of peace than at the present moment.”
Only two months later the Continent
was engulfed in war; less than a year
later Great Britain was involved. Thus
was initiated a period of almost contin-
uous warfarethat lasted nearly 25 years.

¢ When Lord Granville became
British foreign secretary in 1870, the
permanent undersecretary reported
that “he had never, during his long ex-
perience, known so great a lull in for-
eign affairs, and that he was not aware
of any important question that he

" [Lord Granville] should have to deal
_ with.” On the same day, Prince Leo-

pold of Hohenzollern-Sigmaringen ac-
cepted the Crown of Spain, an event
that three weeks later led to the out-
break of the Franco-Prussian War.

- Two days before the outbreak of
World War 1, the British Ambassador
to Berlin cabled his government that war

" wasout of thequestion.

* Six weeks before the Russian Rev-
olution of March 1917, Lenin told a
group of young Socialists in Zurich:
“We old people will probably not live
to see the decisive battles of the coming
revolution.” Within the year, the deci-

sive battles of the Russian Revolution
began under his leadership.

The fallibility of prophecies in inter-

national affairs is strikingly demon-
strated, too, by the fantastic errors of

experts who have tried to forecast the |
nature of the next war. The history of

these forecasts, from Machiavelli to

General J. F. C. Fuller, is the story of :
logical deductions, plausible in them- |

selves, that had no connections with |
the contingencies of actual develop-

ments. So esteemed a military analyst |

as General Fuller, for instance, pre-
dicted in 1923 that the decisive weapon
of World War Il would be gas.

If the intelligence community has
failed to foresee what a competent and
alert intelligence agency could have
foreseen, it ought to be held responsi-
ble. But if it has failed where nobody
could have succeeded—except perhaps
by accident—it ought not to be made
the scapegoat, burdened with the re-
sponsibility for a dangerous situation
beyond anyone’s knowledge and controL.

What accounts for the fajlure of
foresight on the part of otherwise
bright and responsible men? The an-
swer lies in the nature of the empirical
material they have to deal with. A mul-
titude of factors form the totality that
shapes the future. Tomake an accurate
prediction, an intelligence observer
would have to know all these factors as
well as their dynamics, their mutual ac-
tions and reactions, and so forth. Yet
what he actually can know is merely a
small fragment of the total. The rest he
must guess, and a priori his guess is not
very much better or worse than any-
body eise’s. Only the future itself will
show who chose, among the many pos-
sible guesses, theright one. -

Thus with regard to Iran, the intel-
ligence community guessed wrong. Be-
fore blaming it indiscriminately, how-
ever, one should ask the following
question: Assuming the outbreak of
popular discontent could have been
pinpointed, what could the United
States have done about it? The answer
is at best: very little. This is probably
why, in the first place, the intelligence
community paid less attention to Iran
thanit might haveotherwise.

Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8




o~

Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8

- . -

o PAGE__ A= S THE BALTIMORE SUN
24 January 1979 ‘/

.......

in the nation

CIA recruiter doused v
i wuh pazn: at Ohio Siate

ColumbuS. Ohio (AP)—-A Centnl Intel-
I lxgence Agency recruiter was splattered
" ‘with red paint during a demonstration at
»- Ohio State University yesterday,
7+ ': The recruiter, a woman whom Ohio
State ‘police refused . to. identily, was
_doused with paint but not injured as sheJ
worked in the placement ‘office of the Col- -

legeof Engmeermg. s “
Fro .‘?f-'-&:'-‘ff::.‘.» 1“5 S ::-3 . i
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DES MOINES REGISTER
5 January 1979

CIA, FBI acconntability |

It was ‘mlf a few years ago, packiired in the faces of iseir |
during the turbulent 1960s and planners: the phony revolution in.
early '70s, that government intel- .. (pije. the planned murder of
ligence agencies rampaged out of  pyge] Castro; and the installation-
control, opening mail, breaking ¢ ;nq support for Mokammed::
into homes and offices; illegally Reza Pahlavi as shah of Iran.i:. - |
‘tapping telephones,.infiltrating “The-FBI should be requu-ed by
community..organizations, ualawto restrict itself to-the inves->
planning- murder, overturmng e ,ahcn of ‘actzal or- suspected”
governments, i -,  crime: It must not be-allowed to

Thousands ofA.mnocent  pervert the criminal law by using:
American citizens ‘became ;i to harass political dissidents or;
victims of these rogue agencies. - gpu “on ‘community,- groups- or
The public is“potential prey’ commit’ burglary.. Similar re-:

today, because Congress has . t be:placed on the
.failed to enact a comprehensive ;ng:.m.ns mus & ;.-s:»I? = Couds

law governing operations. of ;the;‘ “These organizations have:
CW@“"Y’ the: ierated for years on the basis of
F Bureau of Investigation . ;6 1353 and, in the case of the’
and the Natwnal Secuuty i 'NSA,» 'a secret executive order..

Agency. * “Admittedly, it will be difficult to
The 188151“10“ is foundermg write a-law- tight enough to.
because of an increasingly con- protect“the privacy and secur-
servative Congress, the opposi- vity of Americans and “flexible
tion of many, intelligence ; ‘enough to enable the intelligence.
officials, fading interest by the . community to do ts job. '
public and the inherent dﬁfxcu]ty T4But it surely is not unpossM
of drafting a workable, fair law. - ble, and various independent

Failure to enact such a law . . . :
L0, *. groups that have investigated in-
would be disastrous. The CIA, the - telligence abuses have urged that

FBI and the NSA have demf ‘lt be done, includin

- : g the Rocke-3
onstrated devastatingly for many: “¢o1yep - Comrmssxon and the‘
years that they cannot be trusted - cyyroh Committee. =

to operate -effectively and: h .Without. public' clamor, it wm
honorably outside the law, and be easy, for Congres to evade its_
Congress cannot be- trusted "°_ responsibility and permit the in-’

perform its oversight functions. telligence community to go its-

Such a law should.require the gy wio -ascountable to'no one’
CIA to restrict its activities 10 - b4 -jiceif: Before that happens,
the collection of intelligence." the Congress and. the electorats’
That’s what it was created to do. -+ g4,19- remember the wisdom of
It was not created to plan the as- . ,n;1550pher George Santayana
sassination of foreign Ieaders, ory | Those wha forget the mistakes of

play assorted dirty tricks. ‘" yhe pagt are doomed to repeat
Lbose trlcxs nave consxstently them
\ I i T ABRTE, 7 5 e A B TR s Asem.c
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the U.S. intelligence community has egg

Ev or the second time in only a few weeks,
onits face.

" 'First, the Central Intelligence Agency
misread conditions in Iran so badly that
President Carter was moved to write a letter
‘of complaint to the agency’s chrector, Adxmral
Stansfield ’I‘m'ner :

“Now it turns out that in January, 1977,
when. Mr. Carter was making his decision to

withdraw American ground forces from South

Wrong Again

Korea, Army intelligence fed Mr. Carter
information that was three years old and
dangerously wrong.' :

President Carter should suspend troop
withdrawal until he reviews the policy which .
obviously was influenced by erroneous
information. Meanwhile, he owes Maj. Gen. !
John K. Singlaub an apology. Gen. Singlaub
was removed as chief of staff in South Korea
by Mr. Carter and later forced to retire when
he tried to tell his country that estimates of
North Korean forces were far too low.
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TI-IE WASHINGTON STAR (GREEN LINE)

" Spy Case Judge Criticizes
- ClA’s | Lax Satellite Security =

"By Robert Pear
WumnmnSnrslemer

" The judge in the Kampiles espio- -
nage case has privately reprimanded
. . the CIA for its lax Security around se- .
‘cret information pertaxnmg to an

. American spy satellite, -
" The judge's concern was: disclosed -
yesterday at a‘congressional hearing
during an exchange between CIA

David T. Ready, the U.S. attorney

" for Indiana who prosecuted the case,

said yesterday he was unaware of the
judge’sletter. . -

. During the trial, Ready said it be-
came clear that the CIA didn’t know
.. the document in question — a techni-
- cal manual on the KH-11 spy satellite

. — was missing until Kampiles told t.he

FBI hehad sold it to the Rusxans.

General Counsel Anthony A. Lapham." urr waS GONE for almost a year
thhout_ the CIA- knowing it,” Reedy i

-and members of the House Inteili- .
gence Committee.” e
- Rep.”Morgan. P, Mnrphy. D-NLS
‘chairman of the legislation subcom--.
mittee, said the’judge had “scolded”
CIA Director Stansfield Turner for the ‘
government’s “lax procedures.”; -
Turner apparently sent a. reply.to
the judge’s: letter,.but details of the -
correspondenceswere not released. A -
CIA spokesman. later said the agency
had no furthér‘comment because the
.exchange was:"‘private correspond-™"
ence bexween. the director and a.
Judge MG g AT S I T
- US. District J udge Phil M. McNagny
Jr., who presided over the Kampxles
tnal. hkewxse decllneq to comment. :
“. WILUAM P. KAMPILES 24 a t'or-
mer CIA clerk, was sentenced to 40
years in prison-after being convicted
1ast Nov. 17 in federal court in Indiana -
of selling top-secret satellite plans to
theSoviet Unfom: &« & s o :
- He has filed a notice.of appeal thh
the 7th Circuit Court. of Appeals in °
»Chicago..r wadVyma s - WES -
: Assistant_Attorney-: General Philip
B Heymann, who heads the Criminal

Division'of the Justice Department, is

reviewing the-manner:in.which na- -

tional:security information was han-;

dledmtheKampiIeccase.a s "'*;
He has asked the CIAto suggestw
steps that might-be taken-to improve'*

future espionage prosecutions. -
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the handling of such information in. ,’;‘ testified.

- said..

0
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1
l
o

Kampiles” attorney, Michael D )
Monico, said he had raised CIA se-

curity procedures as an issue du.ring y

the trial.

JW

- “Just becau?e somethmg is mising .

dmn t mean that anybody stole it or
that my client stole it,” Monico said. -

During the committee hearing yes-

- terday, Lapham, the CIA lawyer, said
_that the leak of classified information
..10.the press probably is not a criminal
~act, and that publication of such
. information by the press probably is
notacriminal act under present law.~

- Deputy Assistant Attorney General

. Robert L. Keiich quickly said he disa-

- greed with Lapham. Keuch said that

current laws forbid disclosure to the
press and pubhcanon of classmed
mformanon.
. .#¥Congress never intended that by
gomg through the charade of publica-

. tion, you could protect yourself” from ,

i prosecution for unauthorized disclo-:
mxeuchsald. E Lifue Tk

‘
\

ol

" * The law clearly forbids disclosnre

“of national security secrets.to a for-:

“eign power, but disclosure to the

witnesses said. ...

~%'The laws stand idle and are not en- -
forced . at least in-part because their
., meaning is so obscure. .
“These Iaws are so vague::
and opaque as to-be virtually worth-
-~ less,”. .

B e
-

i, mbw

Aam A TA L

1

- press is a more comphcated question. »

)d\lnndﬂl

E

- Laphamf.
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-best espionage stories of recent years, have appar-

. Israel obtained A-bomb- matermurom the Unlted
‘States during the 1960s. -

" tigators that a CIA official told him that the CIA had
-ture’” of material that had originated at the U.S

_partment of Energy's Office of Inspector General,
- Starbird reportedly identified Theodore Shackley,

- proof of the first known diversion of the nation’s

_cret at both the ClA’and the DOE,

tedas e e TR ""‘Fr*-':'»“- .

CIA Tales of L est Uramumf

e SRR

s e

y Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA RDP05S00620R000501340001-8
WASHIRNGTON ST.
28 JANUARY 1979

e R Tl

e it o g S -

Seem to Canfl:ct

P Y

— e ——

" ByJohnJ.Fialka . o
‘Washington Star Staff Writer- ‘ P

Cla omcials. who may-be sitting on one of the

ently told officials of other government agencies
conflicting versions of how it came to suspect that

o~ e

According to government somm, a retired Ajr:
Force general, Alfred Starbird, recently told inves-

obtained a sample of highly-enriched uranmm
from Israel and that it bore the chemical “si

uranium enrichment plant at Portsmouth, Ohio. -
In a sworn statement to investigators of the De- |

deputy director of the CIA for intelligence collec-
tion tasking, as the source of the information. If the-
information is true, this would amount to scientific_

most heavily guarded nuclear material by persons
acting as foreign agents. = Y S

STARBIRD, ACCORDING to the sourcu‘ learned-
of the CIA’s evidence while acting as deputy assist-
ant administrator for national security of DOE's
predecessor, the Energy Research and Develop-
ment Administration. . R

Asked about the case, which 13 consxdered top se--
spokesman for

both agencies said they could neither‘ confirm nor

. deny the report. Starbird, who now works for a pri- |
. vate company, could not be reached for.comment.. . .

v

T a s e e

""DOE's inspector general is investi- |

gatmg a series of public statements by ;
'present and former energy agency
:officials — including Starbird — to
_the effect that they had seen-“no evi-
dence” of any dxversxon ot bomb-
'grade nuclear material. - - "¢ 2.°

" Other govermnent mvatigators re-
call hearing that the CIA may have ob- |
‘tained a sample of Israeli bomb ma-
terial, but not enough to determme m
ongm. PRSIV AN
¥ Still others, xncruding some mvesti-
gators on. Capitol Hill, say that CIA -
officials have professed “no knowl-
edge" of any sample of matenal
. THE POSSESSIDN of an idemxﬁable
sample of U.S.. highly enriched
uranium found in Israel would be evi-
dence of the theft of nuclear material,

a capital offense.and one of the most |
serious crimes under US. law,
Whether the-theft occurred within
the United States or as a-diversion :
from exports sent lawfully-to some :
third natior ktas been the subject of
considerable speculation. .~ - ;
‘The prime suspect in most diver-

sion scenarios is the Nuclear. Materi-'
als and Equipment Corp. (NUMEC),

an Apollo, Pa., company which fabri-
cated a vanety of nuclear fuels out of
the government's enriched uranium,
including large quantities of fuel for
the Navy’'s nuclear submarines.

"NUMEC received‘uranium smpments
from the Portsmouth.plant. . 4.  -:
#'In 1965 government investigators
“Teported that they could find no way
to account for the loss of at least 206
pounds of highly enriched uranium
at the NUMEC plant, enough for the
manufacture of at least 10 smau atom
bombs. -

Highly enriched uranium is a man—
made material, an artificial concen-
tration of the volatile isotope U-23S.
Natural uranium contains less than L
percent of U-23S. Uranium that is used

for weapons is.“enriched” to around |

‘90'36‘03th235.

~ According to Chafla Keller assist-
xam manager of DOE’s uranium en-

Frichment program, the Portsmouth fa-

_cility is the only one of the nation’s
three enrichment plants that pro-
duced hxghly ennched uranium after
1964.

s en T

P—

1
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EXCERPT:

+ - Spook Beat: Although the formal !
- communiqués are silent on the
i~point, the Carter administration |
-assured the: Communist Chinese '
“that no CIA agents will be sent to
Peking under embassy cover
when full relations begin this
spring. Thanks, said the Chinese.
They said nothing about whether
the Chinese ‘*Social Affairs De-
partment”’—egquivalent to a com-
bined CIA and FBI—will keeo
-out of the United States. Accord-
ing to intelligence sources, much
Chinese spying legwork is done
by "‘correspondents’’ of the offi-
cial New China News Agency,
several of whom are now accred-
ited to the Chinese mission to the
-United Nations in New York.
.- After ‘"normalization”’ is com-
- plete, the State Department ex-
pects NCNA to ask permission to
open an office in Washington—
which means a.lot of nighttime
tail work in store for the FBI's
Washington field office. - = -

-1
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—THE INTELLIGENCE "WAR

CABTER CHA %TLR

‘VII‘HOU’I‘*’rehable intelli-.

gence; says Mr Jack
,Maury, a former top CIA.
- officer, " a fimajor ‘power’Is’

reduced tod!a blind giant”

_.Stumblingi® througn . an

" urchartedtminefield.” <& 4

A guestion that is now bemg
-asked urgently in Washington
- is *whethersthe CI A, in HsA
. present:: stategis, capables of 4
"supplying the quality of in-
tell’gence réquired- to shap&
.policy dedisiongcs.,. ;. =i
President  Cdrter. has rebu.ked
_the - CTAmimr: podblic for
* “allegedly. failing ;10 discern
_the true proportions oE tha
“ipheavais i lran - g
He- is: said :u—bo thuzkmr of
STemoving i sent. CTA
Director, ;;v,. _ Stansfield
‘Turner (wHa bkas come under
-~ fire from veteran case officers
becanse of his msensitivity to
the peeds of ** Ruman intelli-
- gence™) in-favour -of ‘2 cor--
. poratior man—the: presem:
d:uef of ABR&T. -

= P&LW:le.rdate Ty

tht Me~ Ca.;‘?er has not. bee::
prepared tocadmit openly is
_ that the Amecgican intelligence
| community. a5."a whole has
been dangerously weakened
and demoralised as z-result

-;"?

g-of ‘the post\#atergau witch-.
m‘ : ““Df‘ﬂ" B SCLIRT

' like<the Freedom  of..Infor
Y mation and-%Privacy - A.cts.
‘. which some British pohuoans
5 wogld like to. 0] i {j::

Eow-has this: -raﬁected the .
. -CIA.S ability ‘t; do- its. “3ob? |

AWest ¢ Europmn_ obsecvess ]
% point i tor ,—-ths follomnz,
: -examplu L P.L oo

l—anse of tbe Tear of Iealv-

. agey friendly intelligence ser-
“..vices- are more-cautious than.

I before about sharing sensitive.

! -mfoxmanon. with the CI AL .o

One West European: secret: ser~-

wce-dnef who had:good rela~
7. tions with the, Americans in
the past now refuses to have

" direct coutact with the CIA'

. station:'chief m his capital: %,
Z—Because. of the- sackms ‘of:

trusted veterans, it bas be-

come much more difficalt for
the CIA-to maintain valo-

~ able sources abroad. ~-;: ¢ ]

) Thesa Ted to:the controversia) -f

F- o~

- FOR TEE {J}A

e

-v.'

In the late 1950s aod early
1960s, the CI1 A was able to.
Ry important agents inside
? Soviet intelligence — Petre
Paoov ‘and Oleg Penkovskiy.
Those days seenr to be over.

i@ ‘Hands of stranver’*

Mr Maury dtés the case of an
‘agent in @ Commaonist conmry
who broke off relations with

"~ the C1A afterhis case officer
- was fired.. “I am pot pre-
.pared,” he? ,said, “to place
‘my life ang the freedom of

_“my fz:mlfrm the hands of

- 'smmger. 2 x

j}—Beause th.elo\sof senior

astaff and ,Ihs *paperworik.; ino ]

“ovolved ‘4 fielding Congres-

?:_ szonai .ipvestigationy . .and <

,reque: ¢ filed undec. tbe Free-:
d Informationc Act, the

, »CTA j badly behind schedule’
:-f1 completing vxta,l.zanalytxcaki

-!:&sks;lxke the ‘preparation. of 3

: “jts anpual nationali-estimatee]

} ‘ot the' Soviet military threal.:

w‘normally snppbed tod:!re
of' Defence everr‘}

‘..
‘-D

., ROBERT MOSS:

er, as background for-y-

s ¢ beginning-of-year policy:

~statement. Bot~the CIA’s

“last national estuna.te on the:j
Sovietthreat; doe in‘Decem-.
- ber,;1977, was-not completed |
wunlxlvaMarcb. .,.1978——far 100 }
\ht& t(”be d \SG. w ¥y 1 !7\“ ’J

4a-’l'bere are multxple pre.unra
ou. the .Cl Asto tailor-intel-
b ence- assessimemnmts to ~the .
evailing W‘b.xte Honse pohcy_
[0 L-w) ,n f :

\.v *

.“' departure -“last Aungust
“Pavid Sulhvan, a senior CLA
. analyst: ywhoese z- conclusions’

: - about Soyiet strategic puclear,

. ;caoab'lmes and intentions re=-
.z portedlyify coatradicted. : the" ]

el
Eid
Ly

|
|

Czrter Ad_mxmstrauons arms
2754

- §—With ; emhxrtered ex-mrelh'
- "gence “officers - being pushed
i ouxmtothestmet,there is
no. prospect that the “flood of
‘_A,ee-style. o_su.ru wﬁL—
‘I‘be FBI has uwproducedi,gf
.=.own + * ideologicak- defector™:
a. sexior agent who ret.urned
b fromr the Los: Angeles - i're}d
-oahce in 1977, after 25 years
- service, ‘and_ ‘now _'plans _to
" publish the names' “of former
’ col)eagua allegedly inyolved

'Hiﬁ Zstory ‘is bizmiTe,. smce..hj
©_has links with the Scientolo-
7 gists,, " and “some- of - the raw

” Jonestown imcf Rt

” " ‘the CI A slipped vp on Irm,
‘even- though ‘that was- the
~-scene’ of one of s major
< trinmohs 1953, . when it

& helvoed to -restore the . Shah
- ta his. embattied. throve.-

What is Mr Carter domg wmr
pithe C I A’s house in order? :

esmta M- Carter’ss expressed:
L) concerny: aboutut intelligence
.rf. F: faihures. s hisczAdnBaistration. )
stﬁl- seems- tor be: wedded- to.
3 pronosal that.woald have
® the ef!ert ‘of - weakening- the:
€T A :still further.crssizumos
“Vice-President Mondale, in par--
‘%, ticolar. is said to be an emthu-
E ;.siast - for pew legislation. to-
* jmpose cTippling_new -restric—|
-,.,tmu\ on;, the - inteBigence
¥ services:' and . subject their -
F L every mave, to Congressional -
1 scmtmy._. P ‘ﬁ-n---- -
.Early last-vear: thestaﬁ of the-
s Senate - Intelligence: Commit--
»{ .tee - (with advice from. out-
.~ siders like Morton Halperin)
:~-.txoduced a- 263-page- Bill,
3 known as 52525, and intended
.1.as the basis of.a comprehen--
. . sive.law to regulate the Intel-
% ligence commupity. =, L
A.n Administration tzam - is.}
workmg towards an agreed '
text for presentation to Con-
;.gress dusing .its current (ses~,
,-—SIOD. SastTEme ""A-—J.-’.'sa-_

et

7

w

"h

i
i
(

1 --such.a. law i
| tht:xs certain Is. that, if -Mr

* Mondale pressure

While officials are deeply divi-
ded over the contents of this.|
Jintelligence charter. Congres-

. sional sources believe that,"
under . pressurs from M

~Mondale, the Administration:
will consent to- most of the-
"key propesals in S2525.

If 'so, the - consenuences would
be - -~far-reaching -- Under
S2525. . the. Congressional-

woverszght committees would.

. sassume autbority co-equal-to-

-‘the:-President in supemsmg’

1N !he intelligence semcw ’

v EIA N, woald: evenr” “be

?P:bhged to’report. all comtices:

{ Twithr, - f&'exgn. services tn;
Congress—not' ‘exactly” =m
--inducement to: Westerm co-|

 operationk: i »tbn--mosu

- sensitive area, . 342 3% 4.1

The oversight committees ‘would.’]

- have to be' told in:advance.
of any important operation.

a.that was:. being comemp\atert

It«adds up to} azprogrammo
“ifor. pum.ng out. the- eyes of
“America’s mtanxgence-i‘ Come

#munity,, : .
Whether . Congrese. it - jtgs
s present mood, will consent to.

certam, - e

-1
g

<Carter wants a ClA- tbzt';
;.works. he should -be trmﬂ;
& t‘o»?_legxslate in 1
‘—opposue du'ecnon, in - order.
toltensure the: -secrecy that ¢
- must;’. protect - intelligence :
. work>* and the ﬁmbx]rty'
- required " o : meet” : the.!
‘»challcngs of tie KGB and:
_othertlostile services. it~ »*1
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4RTICTE APPRARED

“"ecurzty Agency Plays
Major Role in Policies
-On Communications

" ByDAVIDBURNHAM
Specialto The New York Times .
WASHINGTON, Jan. 31 — For the last
quarter<entury, one of the Govern-
ment’s most secret agencies has played
an important, largely undisclosed role in
shaping the nation’s privately- owned
communications network of microwave
towers, underground cabla, satelhtes
and computers. .-, - .
Becauseolthemtensesecrecythat sur-
rounds the National Security Agency and
its surveillance activities, the agency’s
full influence on the development and
operation of -United' States communica~’
tions cannot be precisely measured. _...
The mission of.the agency is to protect
the security of United States commumm-
tions and collect intelligence. ’.-»‘,i-'p_‘;» T
Powerful Rolein Pollcy“i?‘""*

Accordmg‘ to- lmowledgeable authori-
ties and several unclassitied reports and.
documents obtained by The New:York
Times, the agency, in pursuit of its mis-
sion of improving security, has had-a
powertful role in setting policies alfecting
communications links between individu-
als, businesses and governmental agen-
cies in a variety of ways, lncludlng tl:e
following:?. SO S B

9A few months ago a classmed brlef‘mg
by agency officials helped persuade the
Federal Communications Commission to
reverse itself and permit construction of
a $200 million trans-Atlantic cable. ;12 .20

9Two years ago the agency was the
principal advocate of the Carter Adminis~
-tration’s decision to encourage American
businesses to spend milllons of dollars to]
make it harder for anyone to u:tercept
their communications. 3. i ¢~ - Sy
9For many-years the agency has been
a major source of research funds for. the:
computer and telecommunications’ mdus-
tries. As a result,-it has helped’ shape a
series ‘of technological advances that
have had vast 1mpact on Amencan soc1-
ety. RS —ae
- “The N.S A 1san enurely dxfferent ani-
mal than the Central. Intelhgence Agency
and the Federal Bureau of Investiga.
tion,” said a former White House official
who requested that he not beidentified by
name. *‘The CII.A"and the F.B1., after
all, are mostly super-detective agencies.
The N.S.A., because of its special assign-
ments, has a voice in setting communica-
tion policies that tguch every American.™

£ ...-r. -

_world by such means as long-distance lis-

-Soviet test missiles, routine radio traffic

‘authoritative:Pentagon. source said that

of privately financed code research con-.

NEW TURA LLMED
1 FEBRUARY 1979

* Pentagon officials familiar with the |
-N.S.A. readily acknowledge its troad in-.
fluence. But they contend that this influ-
ence has largely been a result of the agen- '
cy's wgonms pursuit of its mission, laid |
out in a series of secret instructions from °
the Naticonal Security Council when the
N.S.A.. was established by PreSldent i
Trumanin October 1852,.

The agency’'s mission has two major,
elements, the first being the gathering of |
all- possible intelligence: about. rmhtary
forces, politicat developments and eco-;
nomic conditions in nations around the

tening devices and satellites: - The
N.5.A.’s: sources of intelligence are ex-
tremely broad: radar signals given off by

ati important airports, telexed orders
from foreign buyers of such American
goods-as computers, bulldozers and oil-
drilling equipment.-The data the N.S.A.
collects are then sorted by computer and
passedon tothe C.I.A. and otherusers.
The agency’s other job is to.-protect
sensitive domestic communications from
intrusion by foreign powers. The Govern
ment’s. definition of information that
needs protection has gradually. exanded
from specific defense secrets to include a
broad range of economic data — such as
crop yields, machine tool orders and oil
rroductlon — that the Russians are be-
eved to have begun using for strategic
assessments of the American economy.
%" Changes lnSupervlsory Control
“Until last year' the agency carried out
these functions under only indirect super-
vision by the Secretary of Defense. In
January 1978, however, President Carter }
signed an executive order transferring
some authority over N.S.A. operations to
Stansfield Turner, the Director of Cemral t
!

Intellxgence. - .

-The-Carter order was mtended to cen-
tralizé authority over intelligence gather-
ing-and~to provide Americans greater
protection against Government snooping:
One White House official said in a recent
interview, however, that the move made
the agency-less tightly supervised than it
had beerr because authority over.it is now
divided between two Overseers::+w s
Neither-the -agency’s_budget nor ‘the
nmber&tst%—_employe&s -is made public,
and-its. funds; like those of other intelli-
gende services .are.concealed . within-the
budgets of other agencies. However, an

the agency” controlled the, largest single
partof the nation’s $§ billion annual intel-
ligence budgetand had atleast 20,000 em-
ployees..l:s headquarters are in a €losely
guarded nine-story - building- .in + Fort
Meade, Md. ‘23 miles northeasr. of me‘
capital. . Rl

~Oneof Lhe few public challenges to aé-
tions of the.N.S.A. involved an agency of-
ficial's attempt to restri¢t the sale abroad

.‘ N Lo .-

w

ducted at universities and in industry.
People involved in the research, which

devises ways of protecting against intru- -
sion into information during its transmis-

sion, have charged that the restricticns !

not only threaten First Amendment | :
rights and academic freedom but also |

harnper the ability of private concerns to

develop and sell a product. There is a

growing private demand for code re-

search as businesses, for example, seek

toprotecttradedata. . .

The White House, prompted by this
criticism, last spring asked the Justice
Department to examine whether such
limits violated the First Amendment. The
department concluded, in a confidential
18-page  memorandum prepared last
May, that the restrictions were ‘'uncon-
stitutional insofar as they establish prior
restraint on disclosure of cryptographic
ideas and mlom’xatxon” developed pri-
vately. S TR

Ina rare publxc statement the head of
the N.S.A., Vice Adm. Bobby Inman, said
recently that critics’ allegations concern-
ing the restrictions ‘‘paint a false picture
of N.S.A. as exerting some kind of all-
powerful . secret' influence from behind-
closed doors. The truth is that the legal
resources of the Federal Government to

' control. potentially harmful nongovern-

mental cryptologxc activity are sparse. *
S3¥  New Restrictions Sought 3

- Admlral Inman t.hen called for cons\d-
‘eration of a new system of restrictions

that would give his agency authority to
prohibit domestic or foreign dissemina-
tion of nearly all such research, on the
i ground that it could be used by foreign
_powers against the United States.
4 Vlrtually the only public examination
of the agency in its zs-year history was
made about two years ago in a report by
the Senate Select Committee on Intelli-
gence after its investigation of the opera-
I tions of all major branchm ol the intelli.
gence community.
-The committee concluded ‘that, be-
cause of the agency’s ability to monitor
almost any, electronic, communication

‘COUTILULD
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that travels through the air, “‘the N.S.A.’s
potential to violate the privacy of Ameri-
can citizens is unmatched by any other
intelligence agency.”

The committee report further said that
the agency’'s pursuit of international
communications resulted in *‘the inciden-
tal interception and dissemination of

institutions as the Radio Corporation of |
America, the International Business Ma-
. €hines Corporation and-the- Massachu-
setts Institute of Technology !‘hastened
- the start of the computer age” and fed a;
-Stream of research and designmadvances.
- The history does not mention specific
sums, but acthorities in the field agree

communications which the American

“sender or receiver expected to be kept| : computer indusiry have been substantial.

pnvate.” -

. Concern over the what the committee
found led former Attorney General Ed-
ward H. Levi to establish a secret set of
guidelines that reportedly sharply limit
the information about individuals that
the N.S.A. can disseminate to other intel-
ligence agencies but do not restrict the
acquisition of informationitself.. . ...

The Senate committee has never pub-
licly raised the question of the N.S.A.’s in-
fluence on United States communications
policies. Authorities in the Pentagon, the

White House, Congress and the communi-/

_cations indu , however, said in recent

_interviews that the N.S.A.’s assignment | . Creasing the number of extremely expen-
; sive. “scrambler’” telephones used by

to protect ‘American communication
-links had inevitably given it a secret role
in setting such policies. .
~_Less than three moaths ago, for exam:;
pie; theFederal Communications Com-
; mission voted to support construction, by’
"a consortium of the American Telephone:
and Telegraph Company and foreign con-|
cerns, of a seventh trans-Atlantic:tele-.
' communication . cable, ' reversing ., -an.
1 earlier decision that the new link was un-
{ NECESSALY it mom &, bairain L sl < w0 AN
" .t 'National Defense Cited " ", f"’j‘
According to officials in both industry
and government, the commission ap-’
proved construction of the new gable,
starting in 1983, after the N.S.A., in a
classified briefing, said the link'was es-
sential for national defense. - - S+
One Government official with-knowl-
edge of the case noted that 40 percent of
the installation and maintenance costs of
the cable would be added to the telephone
bills of all Americans. The cable would
carry ordinary telephone calls by individ-
uals, as well as business and government
communications.” ¢ << RIaTIERG 00
The N.S.A. has also played a key role in
the development: of the modern comput-
er. Accordm% to an N:§.A. history of it-
self, a copy of which has been obtained by |
The Times, the secret research funds the’
agency provided to such eompanies and;J

R

'S

» thaethe agency's contributions to the

‘‘-Another important long-term policy
‘‘matter in which the N.S.A. was directly
. involved was the Carter Administration's
_decision to route all Government tele-
- phone calls in the Washington, New York

and San Francisco areas through under-

ground cables of the Bell Telephone Sys-
tem, which are considered more secure.
from. - eavesdropping than microwave
transmissions. ’ aE

As a result of two other, related deci>
sions by the Carter Administration: the”

N.S.A! assisted several specialized com-

munications - companies in improving’

their securityand was responsible for in.

companies doing defense work. . .- . |
All three decisions were based on judg--
ments of the Ford Administration, ac-

R et TRy N e camare

ceded to by President Carter, that the
Soviet Union and possibiy other countries ;
had undertaken a large-scale effort to
gain economic intelligence and that these 1
efforts should be blocked. i

Issues Not Discussed Publicly

The question of whether such intelli-
gence was actualy being sought was not
ciscussed’ publicly. Neither were the .
costs of possible technical countermeas-

~ures ror the impact on society of in-
. creased security measures. 5

i While no Congressional committee has
gpublicly ‘commentad on the questions :
. raised by the N.S.A.’s broad influence on ;
- policy, legislation proposed last year by
,the Senate intelligence committee and
still pending would establish a charter for
.each of the intelligence agencies that
would deal with the questions. : . " * ]
' The charter legislation would require
that the President’s. advisers on com-
munications security-include, in addition
toofficials in the intelligence community,
the Secretaries of Treasury, Commerce
,and Epergy and the Attorney General..... .
. The Adininistration is now preparing
/its version of the legislation and hopes to
(Submit it withina few months, - - ¢

N e ae oS
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NSA SAYS CRYPTOLOGY SCIENCE MUST BE LIMITED

The director of the National Security Agency said last week that private work ia the i
United States on telecommunications cryptology -= the science of devising and breaking ‘;
secret codes -- must be limired in order to maintain the ation's capability of monitoring
the commynications of adversary nations.

NSA Director Vice Adm. B. R. Inman, in the first public talk by an NSA chief since
the agency was established in 1952, told the Armed Forces Commuaications & Electronics
Association that "a pew and unprecedented non-governmeant jnterest” in telecommunications -
cryptology could result in the world-wide dissemination of cryptological information, '
particularly through academic exchanges. :

“The Government can prevent the export of cryptological equipmeat, ™ he saig, but
there is no restriction on the puktlication of details or techniques. He said that countrols
should be strengthened because "the national security mission entrusted to NSA is
imperiled. "

At the same time, Inman said that NSA is willing to talk with industry to work out
guidelines to protect its secrets while ensuring that U.S. data banks could not be exploited ‘a
for otHer purposes or tapped by foreign goveraments.

|
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ON PAGE

Soviets rip ClA report.
_of defense spending
o . Moscow

Tass news agency Thursday re-
jected as “‘crude falsification™ an
estimate by the US Central In-
telligence Agency (ClA) that So-"

- viet defense spending was run- - .

_ning 45 percent ahead of that of:

the US. A Tass commentary said

ClA estimates given to the us- -
:Congress disregarded official So-
«~viet statistics which list the de- "}

. fense budget for 1979 at $26 bil+
lion. '

[ e
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T THE WASHINGLTON POST
Article appeared 2 February 1979
on page A-24
Aroand (
The Wor'ldvﬁ

Bl o RS VA A ae

Sov1et> Attack CI A Report

|
- . MOSCOW — The ‘official. news |
agency Tass said a CIA report pl‘acingf,
Soviet defense spending far above!
U.S. levels is filled with “crude falsifi-| |
cations” to mislead congressmen intn!
approving a record Pentagon budget.
". The House Armed Services Commit. |
tee released. the: CIA estimate last,
week showing 1978 Soviet defense |
spending at the equivalent of $146 bil- |
lion, compared to $102 billion by tbei
United States. The official Soviet fig-
ure for defense spending this year, aaf
last, ig $26.4 billion — a figure that
U.S. analysts say is only partial. . : ;
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Ol PAGE -

"""" Al
EVS NN

F - - ~ R -
o ! oo | document says that Chinese leaders
. —_ - T e - ¢ FECD@!.ZE “the need fol"a mmpm
Chlna Seen -} a few days ago. just before today’s sive wage reform”’ in which wages are
; scheduled arrival of Teng Hsiao-ping, . raised and t for prod

- the senior Deputy Prime Minister, in I 2
| the United States. An agency spokes- . tionallowed. )
‘In the vital sector of agriculture,

i+ man said the report.*had no political
| ‘overtones’ and was in

‘Facing Bar |

To Growth;;

By RICHARD HALLORAN:#< .

smr";omrinvmnma Bl
WASHINGTON, Jan. 28 — The Cen-1

tral Intelligence Agency says ithar |’ months...
pose ¢

‘*economic realities”™ in :
*‘formidable obstacies” to the COURs
try’s plans to modernize its economy. '}
and that Peking’s ambitious goals cam
be reached *‘only under the most auspi.--

of publications. :
Even so, the report is the first com-

since the President announced on Dec.
15 that the United States would estab.’
" lish diplomatic relations with China. It

making policy’ decisions in coming

It also seems to put-a darpi:e{od
- prospects for increased'American ex-

as it says that there are technical and

prehensive official assessment of the ..
Chinese: economy- to ‘be~ made- public=:"

' ports 1o China, an objective of the Car-"
ter Administration’s new China policy, -

a routine cycle . Pekin

further discloses the basic information - -
on which United States:officials will be -

1

. eignexchange, the outlook is a bit more

- foresees ‘“substantially improved liv-

. .In oil production, on which the Chi-
‘nese appear to be counting both for do-

-vestments and advanced technology.

P g has set a target of increasing
grain production by 4.3 percent annu-
aily through 1985, compared with a 3.6 i
percent average in- earlier years. ;
“Realistically,”” the C.1A. ‘says, ‘‘out- :

.. put is likely to fall somewhat short of |

mestic use and for export to earn for-
optimistic but at the price of large in-
.For the Chinese people, the C.I.A.

ing standards and real incomes.’* But |
even that

cious conditions.” - : - .- financial constraints on any drive to ex-- progress, the agency says,

.

§ . ; "~ ‘‘could bardly create, in a single gener-
A C.IA. report dated December-1978-7 pand Chinese importsof technology. . © ; ;
Gited basic economic difficulties that! «Crisisin Education and Scieace® - v 340 anything resembling aa aifluent

society.

The production of consumer goods in
Chinahasgxwu7w8pemeotannually
since-1957, the report says, while the

“‘would impose strict limits'on the pace 4 . . Cabe
of modernization,” including: ~ ~::-{. For the future, according to ::sj

GA population of nearly a billion peosi C-I-A., a:*‘crisis t’:e' education cle =
Ple, with a current per capita incomeof ] Science is perhaps the major obstacle =+

only $343. The C.I.A. report says tha.
the populatiod is likely to approach 1:5
billion by the end of the century, ‘bt
that the per capita gross national)
product would be less than $1,000. . -
GAgricultute “‘technologicaily so
backward that it employs 70 percent of ]
the labor force."’ . -4
CIndustry ‘‘using techniques that are
10 to 30 years out of date and with
operations presently most inefficient.” }
The steel, eléctricity, coal and trans-
port industriés were cited as particu- |
larly weak links.
Improvement Said to be Possible

. _The reportisays, however, that the
-difficulties~do. not “‘deny the possibil-
ities for substantial improvement in
economic performance.’ It points to
Chinese ability and cultural strengths
and the determination of leaders to
modernize as ameliorating “the limits
- set by basic economric éonditions.”*”
The December. report, entitled:
“*China: In Pursuit of Economic Mod-
_ernization,’””, reached newspapers only |

to the fulfillment of China’s goais.”
.- The analysis by the C.I.A. asserts
that Peking'’s success in achieving eco-

-.. new plan calls for a 12 percent increase
- each year. That rise is so great,.the-
. agency concludes, ‘‘that one has to be

nomic goals would depend heavily “‘on -

its ability to improve work incentives
and boost labor productivity.’” But the

skepticai of Peking’s ability to achieve
its goal without massive additions to !
amty." 3 . !
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' But Many Problems Remain

DR R

e w e e

! Unitad Press international e
. China “seems able” to resolve its
‘formidable difficulties and carry out
.its dramatic modernization program
in ways that permit gains in consump-
‘tion and allow investment and indus-
'tnal growth, a new CIA report says.

Issued shortly before Chinese

Deputy Premier Teng Hsiao-ping’s
arrival in the United States yesterday,
, the unclassified analysis by the CIA's
' National Poreign Assessment Center
' said, however, the problems facing

. Teng and the post-Mao leadership are
' immense.

1 ' It indicated Peking will be “faced
1 with -labor problems and lagging
¢ production throughout its 10-year
: plan” which ends in 1985 and pre-
, dicted investment in heavy industry
will be the first area to be pared back.
. But because of the flexibility and

1
.
t

.determxnanon shown by the new-

Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8

China Able to Carry Out
Modernization, CIA Says

leadership, the report concludes, “the.
10-year plan is likely to be a successful
first step toward the modernization of
China’s economy.”
Here are the major problems listed in
thereport: |

‘eWorker unran. “Pehng not only has.

to face up to the problems of lost pur-
chasing power and wage reform, but
it must also convince the worker that
this government is fair and can be
trusted. It must come up with a pack-
age of wage increases and bonuses
and ... ensure the availability of
goods at prices that leave the worker
with real gains.” .

eManagement. It is unlikely the po-

. litical and technical leadership will

be 'able to solve managment problems
quickly and efficiently and without
making serious mistakes that will

. hamper programs.. -

eShortage of resources. As agricul-
ture becomes increasingly mech-
anized, it will be necessary to increase
petroleum consumption to meet new
goals. Demand is outstripping the oil
output, meaning shortages will occur
that could crxpple parts of the
economy.

eMechanical. Thse problems include
“poor machine quality, lack of stand-
ardization and a limited range of
equipment” in such areas as farm ma-
chinery. . - ... N

~

'Ol"‘mancing. “A major financxal con-

straint is China’s limited capacity to
earn foreign exchange.” China may
bave to accept foreign loans and
credits, and even cooperative ven-
tures in such areas as oil exploration.,
Undl now, the Chinese have refused

on ideological grounds, but the study| .

predicts that exceptions will be madet
when the leadershxp finds them
necessary. .s&o--. .
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Success of Teng’s Visit to U.S. Tzed j
To How 3 Crucial Audiences React

-

A}

~ .
.. SEL TR : . -3
ca e C¥te T N

nT o™ N

By BERNARD GWERTMAN ) o
: o Specialio The New York Times - ' A
WASHINGTON, Jan. 28 — Administra-- issues are seen by Administration offi-
tion officials say that the success of the cials as potentially troublesome for Mr.
visit of Deputy Prime Minister Teng' Teng. If he goes further to meeting Con-
Hsiao-ping to the United States may de-- gressional demands for more specific
pend on how its results are judged by at pledges on Taiwan, he runs the risk of
least three crucial audiences. - ’ being further criticized in €hina. -
- Ininterviews in advance of the Chinese  Chinese who may question the value of
leader’s arrival this afternoon, officials such a close relationship to the United
said that this may turn out to beone of the . States will also be asking just what they
most decisive weeks for the Carter Ad- can tq receive from it, a question
ministration’s foreign policy. They said that will also be asked by Americans in
Mr. Teng’s visit couid be as much a test reverse. . '=- -
of President Carter’s adruitness as-was  Crucial to Mr. Teng’s policies are com-
the Middle East summit .meeting at. mitments by the United. States to take a|
Camp David, which he seemedito-pass leading role in heiping the Chinese mod-
with high marks. - ‘ 0 v : ernize their economy and to ease. their

- The first audience is the American pub- - concerns about the Soviet Union. Statis-

lic, in particular the Congress. So far, the tics released by the Central Intelligence
Administration’s decision to establish ' genclz. ast week snowed that Moscow

diplomatic relations with Peking and~
sever them. with Taiwan.is:believed to
have produced much less support in this
country and on Capitol Hill than the Ad-
ministration had hoped. - .

Key members of Congress, including’_

many Democrats who in principle favor.. the. United States —- he- Soviet leader:

normalization with Peking, have said in:
recent days that they were upset by the'
Administration’s secrecy in the negotia-|
tions leading up to-the announcement
Dec. 15of diplomatic relations.
_ Backing Sought for Taiwan “
A number of senators and members of
the House of differing political outiooks
have favored a strong Congressional
staternent binding the United States.to
continue to support Taiwan’s security
even after the mutual defense treaty is
terminated-at the end-ofthis year - ~a=—=|
Administration - officials have ex.
pressed the hope that Mr..Teng, in his
public comments during the nine-day
visit and especially in his meetings with
members-of Congress on Tuesday, will
produce more public enthusiasm for the
new relationship. ... -~ .o,
They expect that Mr: Teng will repeat
his previous assurances that ' Peking
much prefers a peaceful unification with
Taiwan and that it is willing towait a long
time to accomplish-this, thereby-easing
immediate concerns. T o
The second audience-is the Chinese
public, and in particular the political elite
in the Communist Party who have seen
their leadership, under Mr. Teng, tum
dramatically to the West-for economic
and political support. - -
The suddenness with-which China and
the United States normalized relations
after desultory talks since President Nix-
on’s trip-to China in 1972 had made no
progress probably surprised the Chinese
asmuchasitdid Americans.."=
The verbal assurarfies that Mr-Teng
and ethers have giveh on the Taiwan
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| State Cyrus R. Vance, Mr. Carter has

now has more arm Orces opposin
China than it has on the western [ront.
What Mr. Carter does to meet Mr.
Teng'’s. concerns are critical not only to
how the trip is perceived in China, but
also by the third audience of concern to

ship. - .o -0
" Evenhanded Treatment Is Aim
At the strong urging of Secretary of

gone out of his way in recent days to em-
phasize that he intends to keep relations
with China and the Soviet Union in bal-
ance and to follow what amounts to an
evenhanded policy toward the Commu-
pistrivals. = ct REEEE
In his State of the Union message last
week, Mr. Carter stressed the impor-
| ‘tance “of the "Senate’s approving the
projected strategic . arms limitation
treaty with the Soviet Union: He said such
<an accord could open the way to. im-
X proved relations in other fields and he re-
_peated his hope that Leonid I.. Brezhnev-
the Soviet leader;: would come_ to this
.country for the'signing, something al-.
ready agreed to in principle by the Krem-| _
- B N X
But Mr. Vance and some other officials..
have expressed concern that if the Rus- ,
sians " perceive “the' Chinese-American-i
relationship as directed against them-.
they might react by adopting~a more'
menacing posture and seek less coopeca. .
tiorr ‘instead of more with-the Unijted+
States. - - ST
- A senior official said that it was nrob-
ably useful for the Russians to be worried"
about--the- Peking-Washington ties, but
that it would be tragic if Moscow became
convinced that the United States was will-
ing to either play a ‘‘China card”’ or let
t China play-an ‘*American card’ against
! the Soviet‘ pnion. .

JRECUEREE
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China’s difficult leap forward

Vice-Premier. Teng ' faces
modernization problems at -
home (below), where there
now is a change in internal -
direction to gain popular sup-.
port (Page 5). Meanwhile, the -
Asian leader’s visit to the US -
continues to dramalize the.: L
vasily different global vieWS" '

By Joh mm- .

Staff correspondent of = -
The Chnst:lan Scxence Monitor -+~

is being shifted from  ‘Tevolutionary ~com-
mittees” to individual managers, who will be
under the direction of local party committees.
R i - The change was mandated by declining qual-

w”“’g’" _" ity of goods and falling productivity. Chinese

The China of Vice-Premier Teng Hsiao-ping R A -
faces formidabie, long-range economic d.xﬂlcu}- visitors have also shown. surprising interest m‘

management techmqu& in’ other .countries, -in- |

|
ties. i
The smiling Mr. Teng, cumuuy in t.he [ fégig‘r’n%:;; capltals = J?p_uf fnd ’
fourth day of his US tour, has been among the- | « Basic Industry. Chmz’s’ 1o-year. plax; mn.ﬁ
Chizese leaders championing a vigorous, - for building or expanding 120 large-scale proj- *

growth-oriented pragmatism to overcome his

nation's monumental PNNEN m ag'nculmre ects. These are believed to include 10 iron and

steel complexes, nine- nonferrous metat oper- °

arﬁ re rtj by the- -I}S' Jc"‘ ral In! el N ations, eight new or modernized coal mines, 10-i
A po gencs oil and gas fields, 30 power stanons 6 ew :
Agezcy (CIA), however, says the ambitious 10-,_4 trunk railways, and 3 b s ih

year economic plan mapped by China’s leaders -
looks feasible “only under. the most. auspimus ‘ Western involvemeat, including purchase of en-.

of conditions.”” . \-‘;“,.4 R ..: I JRS
Repg e Gl e e
of transforming itself into a “front-rank” : workers labor on the farm. Yet loss of farm

Achieving these goals wm reqmre ma]or i

nomic power by the year 2008. .= 7. T
Western industry — including steel mxﬂs | ::g:tr:‘ md‘_""" has begun to crimp Lhe
from Japan, cil rigs from the-United States, ;  'To move agriculturai productxon ahead by 4'
and nonferrous metal facilities from Europe — to 5 percent annually (a goal the CIA says is -
is etpedfg to play a ma]or rolo in t.ho m‘""{ * within reach), Chira will emphasize more ma- -
ization of China L AT L T0.00 PP O, o _‘chinery, more fertilizer, and land reclamation. -
Even if China falls Shﬂft Of its wc gbak.- ' . e Transport. Railroads will get greatempha-
the CIA says, the new political climate there : _sis, with more use of diesel and electric lo-
5‘11"“]? t;letihpe the Ch'ines;e_) come 'rgsonably | _comotives, new heavy-duty rails;. computer-|
close ir targets. - - Tl + controls; and mechanization of cargo handling. }
- Progress will be most v:tal, m econorme] > e Wage reform. Worker unrest has stalled °
terms. in six broad areas: : <l economic.progress, especially aiter real wages |
-. -@ Technical skills. ‘‘Perbaps the ma]or ob- A = were: slashed as much as 10 percent in. the late
stadetothefulfmmentofcmnasgoals"says. *1960s. R UL DN,
the CIA study, is the ongoing “‘crisis” in educa- - . Chma 3 leaders have 2 big problem on their ;
UOB and science. . hands bere, the CIA says Concessxons are ab--
- The _ Cultural Revolution, w)nch elevated } _solutely necessary. - : . i

1deology over expertise, set China back. Now Even if China’s mxm.-nt 10.
. year plau (19"5-
e e o | o 0 aea o oy o St Soale o the
’ m
-.urgently send thousands of students abroad lm'J iarmm m:{yee::eg that.pation will remain well .
grnduate and undergraduate training. e
| - - ® Manmagement. Control of industrial piants'

|
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— ARIICI(;E APPEARED" THE NEW YORK TIMES
ON PAGE_E X~ 28 January 1979

( A True Spy Mystery

: John A. Paisley, a former Ceuntral
Intelligence Agency analyst of Soviet

military strength, supposedly put a

bullet in his head last fail while sailing

in Chesapeake Bay. But the sensitive

nature of his job, plus the fact that he

_ continued to advise the C.[.A. after his

retirement in 1974, produced doubts

‘about whether he really committed

suicide. Last week, the Senate Intelli-

gence Committee asked the Justice

" Department to try to resoive ‘““trou-

.. bling qucsnons" left unanswered by

. .its own iuvestigation. While the corm:

. mit1:z would net. be specifiez, onc

© source said it was coavinced that the.

bady wag Mr. Paisley’s. “*We don™

“think that he’s going to show u,) in Ree

bq.xare,,‘ ¢ he sald
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ARTICLE Arpaarnsd
ON PAGE__[=

Senators: -

Ask Bell. -

fosgas
Al
B

Of Paisley
B

L ByJOE'I'J.QE!N'I‘O'.‘*?";‘;%L -
o of - and RICHARD SANDZA- .
. _“*Troubling questions’%about the
. ‘fate of former CIA official-John A.
:Paisley yesterdayzled.ithe «U.S.
_Senate intelligence-committee to
‘ask the Justice=Department. to
/investigate the casez=-5T  4i.. -
. Sen. Birch Bayhs D-Ind., com-
" mittee-chairman,3 made the’re-
quest to. Attyr'Gen, Gritfin Bellbe-
cause of “'the-FBI’s primary-juris-
_diction' ‘over “counter-intelligence
<. matters within the United States.”
‘““Based upon all available infor-
mation, a-:number of-froubling
_Questions remain,’: Bayh said:s-.
Paisley’s mysterious disappear-
.ance has raised:serious<national
‘security questions,:including the-
_.possibility that he was 2 KGB dous,
‘ble agent who left-the' CIAwi
‘valuable secrets. or .that he wis
- murdered because he had discoy-
ered who had.penetrated the C
- as a *‘mole’" ordouble agent. -
- - Paisley’s total access to the CIA
computer. system: and ‘the most
.important agency secrets also has

‘raised questions¥about™ the suc-
-cessiul enforcement of the upcom-
‘ing SALT-agreement with the
Soviet Union. sSid S 87
# *“I have instructed our-staff to
See that: all of our information is)
~made immediately>*available to
"your péople,”” Baylr Wrot€ in a let-
ter to Bell. Bayh read:the letter to|
*Bell last night over tlietelephone. |
7" Because of the relationship be-
tween Congress and:the executive
.branch, Bayhs canionly request/
that Bell conduet an‘investigation. ;
It is not knowmr whether Bell will
agree to Bayh’srequest.... .

' Justice Department:spokesman
John Russell said this morning he-
did not expect any decision from

Belltoday. == '-4,725746'72 <
. The CIA, meanwhile,® refused
.comment on this new development |

in the Paisley case. Spokesman.
Dale Peterson said the CIA was:
not aware of the committee re~|
quest until questioned by a report-]
er this morning.

In his letter to Bell, Bayh also” -

laid out the scope of the commit-:
tee’s Paisley investigation ‘“‘Qur?
efforts have included brlefings !
from the Coast Guard, the Mary-
fand State Police, the CIA and the
FBI, as well as interviews of
several of Mr. Paisley’s friends
and associates and members of
his family. co FERNRCL I

“I would appreciate your keep-
ing me appraised with respect to
your inquiry, so that we will not be
duplicating any investigative
steps you might wish to take and
so that we may determine what
additional steps the.committee
should take,”’ Bayh told Bell in his
letter,,;:. .-« . o\ )
.i Sources close to the Senate Se-

r

lect Committee on Intelligence
said the decision came under ex-
treme pressure from members of

Congress and the press who have
a

‘raised questions about Paisley,
“retired i :
j cared Sept. 24. .~
., Much of the pressure has been
generated by articles in the News-
Journal papers that reported Pais-
ley's role in the nation’s. intelli-
gence network and later révealed |
discrepancies in the methods used |
to identify a body believed to be
thatof Paisley. = -~ —
t 0 monitor -
the Justice Department investiga- |

tion to make sure the committee !
“doesn’t leave the fox in the hen-‘

- house totally unguarded,” as put
- by a souirce privy to the committee
«discussions.. . oL

Such -a cooperative- arrange-
-ment is considered unique since
the FBI is part of the executive

pranch .and the G

, 1 Account-
. investigates.
"for thbetongressional or \
] ™~

. y ot e
By P I

The coramittee’s probe came at

the urging of Sen. William V. Roth

Journal articles. . -
Roth said today the ©

-Jr., R-Del., who cited. the News-;

faii™ 0o be swept:
under the rug” had it not been for |
the *‘conviction, sound investiga- :
tive reporting and tenacity’ of the !
News-Journal papers and its re-:

STAT

porters.” He added that he will |

monitor the progress of the Jus- |
tice Department and congression- .,
alprobe.. . .0 T oo il

The committee. investigation '
began in October, a few days after. -
a body was found floating in.
Chesapeake Bay near the site
where Paisley was last seen sail- |
ing his sloop Brillig. The man had
been killed by a single, close-:
range gun shottothehead. . |
+ The body was identified as Pais-
ley’s, and Maryland State Police
ruled he probably committed sui-/
cide~: & v i s o

i

.-The,” committee ‘“‘"esugah‘muNCODED

was aimed at looking into whether

there was a connection between '
Paisley’s death and a series of se- .
curity breaches related to the K-11 |
spy satellite system. Paisley was_

-one of the men who was involved
! @ nation's strate- ;
i systent: B
K i T began with
the CIA refusing to identify Pais-
- ley as anything more than a low-
level analyst., Actually, Paisley,
55, retired in 1974 from the CIA as
-deputy director of the office of
strategic research — one of the
CIA'stop 100 posts, -~ = 'y
“NIn a short time after he retired,
Plisley was back :working for the
CIR, this time as a contract em-
yee. .When he disappeared,.
aisley was preparing a highly
sensitive report about the strate-
gic capability of the Soviet Union.
At the time he vanished, Paisley
was working for the Washington
jffice of the international account-
g firm of Coopers & Lybrand. He
wys about to finish a six-month |
coktract when he disappeared in |
ChasapeakeBay. ' - ... - |

STAT
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Attorney General Griffin B.
Bell yesterday ordered the FBI to
review the information obtained
~during the Senate Intelligence
Committee’s investigation into
the fate of missing CIA official
" John A. Paisley. S

Bell's order to the FBI came in
response to a request from the
Senate Select Committee on Intel-
ligence which has become bogged
down in its four-month-old investi-
gation of Paisley's Sept. 24 disap-
pearance. :

“It just doesn’t all hang togeth-!
er as neatly as it should,” said|
Sen. Joseph R. Biden Jr., a mem-;
ber of the committee and one of .
the members to push for the Jus-
tice department probe. - v O
- ““There may be logical explana-
tions for some of the things I view -
to be troubling dilemmas,” Biden.
said. ‘But there’s no way we can.
determine . that unless we carry
our investigation on much more
thoroughly than we’ve been able
todo.” - o o0 oY

“The most logical and, I think,
fruitful way is to have the Justice
Department pursue the investiga-
tion for us,’” Biden, a Delaware |
Democrat added. - v 1
. Also yesterday, Deputy Attor-
ney General Benjamin le'etti ,
ac{nowledged for the first time i
that this will not be the FBI's first 1‘
entry into the Paisley affair. Civi-. !
letti told reporters that the FBI
has been ‘‘monitoring” the Pais- |
ley case since Paisley disappear-.

»

ed.l d ; R
;' FBI spokesman Tom Harring-
ton said yesterday.'that the FBI"
has been *'monitoring the Mary- |
tland State Police probe and had!
:als0 been searching for new leads ¢

‘on Paisley.” . .- oo
{i:¥We have been looking to see if |
: & féderal crime has been commit- |
y tet_ic;land we are still looking,”. he
isaid, - T el
", The FBI had repeatedly denied '
‘News Journal Newspaper ac-.
counts df its. involvement in the !
¢ase. 1. AT
“:“As a result of Bell's order, in:
‘bome cases the FBI will be in the '
position of amalyzing it's own [
work.’ .. T
The FBI played a key role in the |
identification of the body purport-:

S
s

~€d to be Paisley’s. The methods’
- used for the identification = and, |
. therefore, . the  results, — have’
. come under ‘suspicion by mem-.
-bers of-the committee and Pais-
'ley’s wife, who isn’t convinced the
.body was that of her husband. . |
* Biden agreed that in the case of ;
the identification the FBI would,
in effect, be.investigating itself.}
"But, he said, that “‘will produce at |
last-for the first time a detailed '
statement, an explanation, as toé
what did transpire.”. . . & .5, !
‘ The CIA, caught unaware by the |
‘intelligence:committee's shifting:
‘the probe to the Justice Depart-|
ment, yesterda{‘refused com-:
ment on the Paisley case. Spokes-:
man Dale: Peterson yesterday:
referred all questions to the Jus-;
tice Department and said no fur-
* ther Paisley-related inquiries will
: be erntertained by the CIA: He
- refused ,tod: say -who - gave that
order,-< -0 T T
" _Justice Department spokesman
Terry Adamson said %ell “and
Civiletti met on the committee's
‘request yesterday morming.y He
said the information obtained by
~'the committee will be turned ovet
to the FBI for “analysis’% .~ .
.. "'Nonew investigative work will
be undertaken,” Adamson said
. Rather, the FBI will do its anal
ysis of the commiltee materia
and then compare that data to th-
material uncovered by the FB,
and report the status of the prob-
‘to Civiletti.. - . BN
Civiletti is head of the Justic
Department’s criminal division, !
Civiletti will then tell the FBI !
what to do for the, committee.
Adamson would not speculate' on,
whether the FBI would eventually
do more investigating,. = .
The request for assistance’in
the Paisley investigation-came in

~

‘a letter from intelligence commit- i

tee chairman Sen. Birch Bayh, D- |
Ind. ‘Bayh asked Bell to help re-
solve some’ *“troubling questions’”
that remain unanswered. .l
The committee asked Justice to'
intervene, ‘lin view of the FBI's
primary ‘- jurisdiction over
counter-intelligence matters with- |
n the United States,” Bayh said -
inthelettertoBell. . ., -
The FIB has been placed in the
role of helping the legislative
branch in the past. In 1975, the
Senate turried to the FBI to con. '
duct an investigation into alleged
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Panel’s Paisley probe findings 1o
_go:to FBJ

payoffs of members of Congress
by Korean government agents. |

!

1

Spencer Davis, spokesman for.l

the committee said the decision to'"

turn the investigation over to the |
Justice Department came “large-
ly because we didn't have the
capability to conduct the investi-

gation.” .- . C e

C . ’ ) l‘_-'l.:(!
" The decision to send the case-to"

ustice was not unanimous, how- |
‘ever:- 1o S
- One' Democratic senator on the |

- committee, who asked to remain

-anonymous, refused to' go along

|
with theidea, ... ©- ;. o |
ALl thety_twantftohdo with this |
case s get it out of the way before-
SALTII comes up,” he said. . j
- Biden disagreed with that sena-

tor's conclusion, saying, “If any- |

.thing,’ this brings it out into the -

lying the way it was. We had

open.” He said the committes
could have merely closed the
matter, saying that it “doesn’t
feel there's any need to pursue
this any further.” ~ . "
+“I was not comfortable with it-

some of these dilemmas and then
we had to make a decision about"
whe_thex; we were going to make a
major investigative effort to re-
solve them, just write it off, or
ask for investigative assistance,""
Biden said. e '

. Paisley, "a. 55-year-old retired

. deputy director of the CIA’s office
- of strategic research was an ex-
" pert on the nation’s capability to

monitor Soviet military and
strategic activities. .

|
- 'As one of the CIA’s top'lom1

- officials, he had access to the

: nation’s -most intimate secrets,

-including the innder workings of

the satellite system the United'
States plans to use to monitor
Soviet compliance with a future
SALT agreement. . . =

When - Paisley disappeared,
aboard his sloop Brillig last Sep-.

lember, and a body purported to

be his was_ found floating in,
Chesapeake Bay with a bullet in.

its brain, there was immediate:

- spequlation about whether his:

disappearance was related to his
role in the intelligence communi-

ty. o

C YIS
st aaac .0
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 Foes of SALT could seize upon !
the unanswered questions about
Paisley’s ‘fate when the treaty .
comes before the Senate for ap-
proval later this year. Press ac-
counts about-the most recent
developments in the case have
mentioned the possible ramifica- |
tions on.the SALT treaty vote. |
Some senators have told the. As- .
sociated Press that they are con-
cerned that Paisley may have -
been a double agent or may have
removed secrets from CIA head-
quarters. ' Co

- It was Delaware . Republican
Sen. William V. Roth Jr., who -
expressed fears about the SALT
implications of - Paisley's fate,
"who called upon the Sénate intelli-
gence committee to start its
probe. Bayh agreed and started
the probe on Oct. 8. g
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ARTICLE AP/E;E ARED

director Stansfield Turner, the CIA is:
trying to cover up the vital role John A.
Paisley played in the agency and the;
nation's intelligence community, accord-
iéxlg to sources at the highest level of the

A. .

One of the top officials at the Central
Intelligence Agency who received the
oral coverup order, said Turner told
agency officials not to cooperate with the!
U.S. Senate Select Committee on Intelli-
gence. " - ]
. Among information vital to the Senate
investigation that the agency did not
disclose is that the CIA had a set of
Paisley’s fingerprints in its files since
1970 and that Paisley had direct access to
Turner in the months before Paisley
either disappeared or died.

A decomposed body identified as Pais-
ley's_was fished from the Chesapeake!
Bay in October. The CIA prints would
have. helped identify that body. Instead
the FBI used prints that it said were!
mailed into its Phoenix office in 1940 by a
“Jack Paisley.” . R

Paisley's role in the agen¢y was con-
stantly downplayed by CIA - dpokesmen
and officials until News-Journal articles
disclosed he was involved at the highest
levels of intelligence, particularly as it
related to the sateilite spy system.

After those News-Journal articles,
Turner ordered several of his top offi-
cials, including those in public affairs’ to
take lie detector tests to see if they had
been leaking information. ., < -

The Turner coverup order. was appar-
ently- aimed at concealing the following
information about Paisley” which would
be vital to the Senate probé; according to
sotirces in the CIA and .close ta'the

committee: = o e
B Fingerprints were taken of Paisley|
before he left to go on-a trip to England in

1970. The FBI has insisted it searched -

government files and found no 'prints.
later than 1940. The CIA has never volun-
teered itsown prints. -~ /. . o
< @ Four-years after he allegedly retired:
as deputy director of strategic -research,
Paisley still held a pass to enter the CIA.
headquarters in Langley, Va.; any time
hedesired. - ..o- - 7 ot o2
""m Paisley had direct access to Turner
‘and the twg men conferred on the I_(H-ll
'spy satellite system and U.S. tracking of
‘Soviet and Chinese military operations.

| aﬁsa@

WASHINGTON — Upder orders from!

28 January 1979

ig a@@aﬁgﬁ » @;

1@ Paisley helped write the manual for
the KH-11 and instructed its operators on
which' sites in Israel, China and the:
: Soviet Union should. be kept under sur-:
‘veillance, i . i o
;B Until his:death .or, disappearance,
;Pdisley had a top-secret ““libretto or list J .
of code words that gave him access. to? ”
almost every facet of CIA secret infor-!
mation.. <+ ¢ <Py e T i

¥ So many of the documents [

Paisley signed out from CIA head-
quarters could not be located that ’
the CIA chose to say he had n |
secret documents. .., _

TR Y.

At the time of his disappear- !
ance, one of Paisley’s roles was to .|
evaluate the report of a i
team of outside experts advising |
the CIA on Soviet military capabil.
1ties. A draft of that report was i
found on Pailey’s sloop, the Brillig, |
when it ran aground without him !
In the Chesapeake Bay on Sept. 24. |

The CIA last week cut off all i
comment on the Paisley case, -
referring inquiries ta_the Justice |
Department, which has taken over
the Intelligence Committee probe.
In accordance with that, the CIA !
refused Friday to comment on |
Turner’s orders. or any other as- |
-pects of this story. ‘

The Justice- Department has
agreed to let the FBI investigate
the case because that agency has
jurisdiction over counterespio- |
nage. Capitol Hill sources said
they could not recall any other-
time when the FBI was, in effect,
investigating the CIA. .

- “From the start they (the CIA)
have not cooperated. They have
lied, misled and refused us what
we wanted,” said one angry mem-
ber of the Senate committee.

_ The failure of the CIA to cooper- |
ate was also cited by a spokesman |
for the committee yesterday when :

-he was asked-if the intelligence |

agency had volunteered the infor-
mation before News-Journal arti-
cles disclosed new elements in the :
Paisley probe. |

“We had first thought we were!
getting cooperation,” the spokes- |
man said. ““As your articles Kept
appearing it became clear we|
were getting the runaround. It was
an inability to verify what they :
were telling us that caused us to go |

to another outside agency.”

.even by the type of department

. According to- those officials,

were disclosed to the News-Jour- |
nal papers by high-level CIA ;
sources who said they were anger- |

ed by the directive. The sources : -

insisted they not be identified,

where they work. -

however, Turner’s orders were
passed down orally by Robert D.

_“Rusty” Williams, the director's :

special assistant on counterintelli- -
gence. . . - . .
After Paisley’s sloop was found,
and the body identified, the CIA in-
sisted he was a low-level analyst
who had retired in 1974. Paisley, in
fact, was one of the top 100 people -
in the agency. Despite Turner's
orders, information about Paisley
has continued to surface since his’
disappearance. - S
The body identified as Paisle
had a single gunshot wound above -
the left ear and had two scuba div- :
ing weights strapped dround it.
With the help of the 1340 FBI
prints, the Maryland state medi-
cal examiner identified the body
as Paisley. Maryland police said |
he probably committed " suicide |
butcontinued their investigation. !
The identification came under .
suspicion when the FBI said -it |
could find no - prints later than';
1940. It also said a large number of ;
prints that could have included '
Paisley’s . had been destroyed
some years ago. L |

The medical examiner also used
a dentist’s identification of an':
upper plate. The dentist later said
the plate could have belonged to a .
million people and that he had no
dental charts to compare it with,

Sources close to the CIA and
intelligence committee said that
Turner’s assistant, Williams, be-
came so incensed at News-Journal
revelations that he twice ordered
persons suspected of leaking infor- :
mation to be questioned-by the
CIA Office of Security. At least
three “suspects™ were given lie
detector tests. - . ;

The agency also gave special
briefings to other reporters in an
effort to discredit stories that the
intelligence committee later found
to be correct. CIA officials eventa-—
ally conceded that Paisley was a -
“brilliant analyst’* who reported"

S S

_Vfcf«‘ TLUAD
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to Turner even after his official re-,
tirement. i
In fact, Paisley was apparently '
referred to, although not by name,
in an interview' Turner gave a‘
year ago to Newsweek editors for
a cover story on the CIA. At the
time Turner said: -~ :
] see nothing wrong with get- |
ting in specialized areas the very
best talent the country can bring
to bear on a national intelligence '
estimate . . . This is only one little :
piece of the Soviet estimate. We -
went out and hired a fellow who
worked for us a few months ago. -
He was working on this before he :
left.” o ;
Sources familtar with the U.S.
intelligence community speculate
that Turner’s.“stonewall’. order .
'was given to avoid disclosure of |’ S
CIA security breaches. ‘Last sum-| '
mer "z 23-year-old watch officer;
was arrested — and later convict-:
-ed — for stealing.a highly classi-:
fied manual for the KH-11 satellite’
and selling it to the Russians. "--—i
_ During a tour of CIA headquar-!
ters after.that incident, President'
Carter reprimanded workers at.

~

the agency, calling on them to

g !
close the security leaks. = - - .
The security leaks — and the:
Paisley mystery — could not come’
at a worse time. Carter is trying to.
negotiate a strategic arms.limita--
tion agreement with the Soviet
Union. . ’
. If Paisley’s disappearance was’
related to his role in the intelli-
gence network, or if the informa-,
tion he kept in his head i§ suspect-:
ed of having been learned by the'
Soviet Union, foes of SALT II are:
likely to have plenty of ammuni-.
tion to kill the treaty when it
comes up for Senate ratification. = ¢
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John P. Roche

" Failure of intelligsence -

The failure of our inteili-
gence agencies to predict
the downfall of the Shah
was not a run-of-the-rill
snafu, comparable, say, to
being caught flatfooted by
the 1967 Greek military
coup. Spotting an impending
coup requires -greater
knowledge of the players
than that held by local intel-

-ligence organs. *
.. Indeed, in. Athens the

generals who launched the
coup were promptly them-
selves couped by a crew of
colonels. But what occurred
in Iran was the internal
disintegration of authority
over a period of years. Life
imitated art: when the
crunch came the emperor
bad noclothes. - .

“The standard explanation:
for this disastrous parform-

ance by the ClA is that its
agents were forbidden to
meet with members of -the
various oppositions:-Their
sole source of intelligence

.on_the stability of the re-

gime was the Iranian Secret
Police (SAVAK): If true, this
was absurd. In Saigon,
where the formal rule was
no contact with the opposi-
tion to Ky and Thieu, I'met
in 1966 with a wide range of
dissenters with the covert
aid of the -American

embassy. There was always
deniability: who could ob-.

ject to John Burke and John

Roche going to mass-and:

then having tea with a dissi-
dent Catholic priest? =

But beyond the foolish-
ness of seriously ordering
American intelligence offi-
cersin Iran to keep away
from the Shah's ‘critics,
there seems to be an assump-
tion that the Unitad States is
the only nation in the world
with an intelligence appara-
tus. Leaving aside the

PSS R W)

ubiquitous KGB, we can as-
sume the British, Freach
and Israelis had intelligence
assets in Iran. The last time |
checked our list of friends,
all three were among them.
When I was in the govern-
ment, we used to communi-
cate and cooperate with

“them. What did their “Sit-
Reps" (Situation Reports)
on Iran say? '

.- Diligent inquiries among
friends acquainted with
such matters drew a com-
plete blank on the British

reading. Perhaps they too.

avoided the sensitive sub-
ject because it would make
the Shah unhappy. Perhaps,
like all other British, they

were on strike. The most

‘likely possibility is, assum-
ing thes CIA was on the ac-
count, they didn't waste
time and efforton it.

° From long experience I

. “know it is virtually impossi-
ble to find out what French

intelligence (SDECE) is up *were convinced the United

to. In fact, the French gov-
ernment has the same prob-
lem on occasion: a few years
back it accidently came to
light that cabinet ministers’
phones were routinely bug-
ged! Yet the behavior of the

French throughout the Ira-

nian crisis, alluded to here a
while back, provides some
fertile basts for speculation
on-SDECE's evaluation of
- the situation. Moreover, un-
like the British, they habitu-
~ally look .on': American

- -behavior with a cold, ap-

praising eye. :
Thus one explanation for
President Giscard's hosting
‘the Ayatollah. Khomeini's
virtual Iranian government-
in-exile could be the follow-

ing evaluation of the situa-’

tion both in Washington
and Iran: President Jimmy

Carter would welsh qn the

_France. In short, writingYhe,

‘ligence jackpot by f{ocusing

. urbane Giscard and hisen-

. their own way, and Presi-
. dent Carter sent a squadron

" cency should have required
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|
:
Shah, zad the myth of the!
Shah's power would vanish’
to be replaced by a general’
uprising of malcontentsi
from every quarter of the
compass, Thomas Hobbes’
“siate of nature.” Once the
dust setties, Khomeini andi
his followers may not be the
dominant force, but they
"will surely have a piece of
the action and an 1.0.U. to.

Shiah off, the French have
kept their further options,

open. ~ . - -
.. What about Mossad, the.
extremely sophisticated

Israeli intelligence organ-
ization? Material in Israeli
newspapers indicates] Is-
rael’s intelligence officers
had the raw data to make a
realistic assessment of the
Shah’s chances, but — in|
contrast with the unsenti-|
mental French they
backed away from predict--
ing disaster because they

States would not let it hap-
pen. It is taking a while for a
number of friendly nations
to realize that under our
current leadership being an
American ally is a high-risk
enterprise. :

Admittedly this is highly
speculative, but the French
appear to have hit the intel-

not on Teheran, but on
Washington.  Backstairs
information indicates the

tourage consider the Carter
administration to be a bad
-joke. So the French went

of unarmed F-15s to stiffen
Saudi morale. Simplée-de-

one of those “Eagles” to peel
off and deliver an ornate
wreath to the Shah. vy
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The Faituré of

(C.ILA.). The White House is blaming the C.1.A. while
the agency is pointing the finger at the President’s na-
tional security advisor, Zbigniew Brzezinski. According
to agency officials, Mr. Brzezinski killed attempts last
spring to review the social and economic problems caused
by large arms sales to Iran. In addition, the C.I.A. savs
that for the last 10 years, Government policy forbade
contact with opposition groups so that it had to depend
on information received from SAVAK, the S?‘ah s secret
police.

Bureaucratic attempts to shift blame are common in
Washington, but a recent article in World Politics, re-
printed by the Brookings Institution, shows why intelli-

gence failures are inevitable. The Iran fiasco is not unigue. -

One need only recall Pear]l Harbor, the North Korean at-
tack and the Chinese intervention of 1950, the 1973 Yom
Kippur war and the 1974 coup in Portugal.

" These lapses, together with well-known failures during
the Vietnam War, make intelligence gathering an impor-
tant area of concern. Richard K. Betts, the author of the
article, concludes that “‘in the best-known cases of intelli-
gence failure, the most crucial mistakes have seldom been
made by collectors of raw information, occasionally by
professionals who produce finished analyses, but most
often by the decision makers who consume the products
of intelligence services.”” In the face of frequently ambig-
uous data and ambivalent analysis, a decision maker
fastens on what supports his predispositions.

The failure of the U. S. Govern-'

Inteltigence "~ ment to foresee the uphezval in
Iran has proved to be embarrassing !

for President Carter and the Central Intelligency Agency ‘

What is most discouraging about the Betts article is
that the author sees few solutions to the problem of intel- |

ligence failure. Proposals for reorganizing the intelli-
gence services usually solve one problem while creating
others. Changes in analytic processes still face the prob-

lem of ambiguous data, and more rationalized informa-’

tion systems still must confront the predispositions, per-
ceptual idiosyncrasies and time constraints of policy
makers. He does endorse three values to guide the choice
of marginal reforms in the intelligence system: anything
that facilitates dissent and access to authorities by intelli-
gence producers, anything that facilitates skepticism and
scrutiny by consumers and anything that increases the
time available (o principals for reading and reflection. He
sees these values as somewhat wistful and suggests what
he admits is an outragbously fatahsnc conclusxon toler-
ance for disaster. : :

Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8

Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8



. Jemam————"

~ Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8

Article appeared
on page A-23

Damel Yergin

Two Inteﬂlgéncaej‘aﬂure‘s}f

" Middle Eastern’countries is a crisisprone sys.

" tem, that the possibilities for American produc--
- tion: from conventional sources has been con-
: sistently overestimated.. .

. 'We are now in the midst of a second oil shock
as a result of the OPEC price rise in December

“and the interruption.of Iranian cil production @
loss on the worid market equal to that lost at the
height.of the 1973-74 embargo): .This second
-shock dramatizes another kind of intelligence
faﬂure,mmownwdyassaﬂomamfmlm
oftheus.mtuﬂgmmmwtomﬂdm,
:the current turmoil i Iran. &~ T -

Inmemtewymmmnyoftheoﬂ'
analyststowhom;:oﬁcymkssand the publie
‘have. been listening: hive been handing: out:
Vahum.symg umaammanargy mnu

-u»e\»m,-‘-,- .

. computer has no clothes—and trying, of course,
" to make sense out of so much that is uncertain

N Them amaﬂmd,um
authorrof Enaw _Future: Report of the
EnmPro:ec:»cttheHm Business:
.SM."~Z ""‘._.b-“—n— -Ays“‘\ (AL - e ey

thngotmcmomtwomonthsago,oneol
‘the ablest analysts was declaring that “the en-
~ergycﬁsswehaveallbeenta!hngabontan
be avoided. . . . We don’t say unquestionably
thatitcan’thappen,onlythatnisno:vu'y
hkely,pardcnhﬁywhenyoulookattham
sources and technologies available,

' The:rvimmmtedmthspuhhc
undersnchhad]insa“ikpetsDtpuuAd—
_ministration, Doubt Energy Crisis in the "80s.™
Their reasons were various—low ' economie

And they told us that the real problem actuﬂly

mﬁonﬂandoutottheeonn-nlatgovemxmm

was a glut of ail. Qbyiously, thaehanbeeq

- and companies.... - L e Sy

mostcomrmgmta.thmugh

_madequam. TN ke, Wit s N

mummmummm
ysis. Certainly, political factors cannot easily be3
~quantified, despite the earnest labors of a.cer-.
tambraedotmdwenﬂst,andmtbaygetlettr
out of the assessments. Thus, many analysts.
han:gnmedﬂnfactdmthoOPECmna
“political price, that an international ail system

"gerwamedthau&oﬂhnpomconldhnlo

t.hatdepends_nhuvﬂyupgafevm

Bt R UL

THE WASHINGTON POST
29 January 1979

. Preferring . to: leave' out such awkward con-

admummy analysts have instead turned-
. to econometric modeis for guidance. In general,_
~the predictive power of those .models has
. proved very low. 'l'heireonclusiomabontprw
- and supplies have often been misieading. -

- Yet policymakers and the- pres._awed by
mathemaﬁcal models, afraid to-say that the

—haveo!tmuncﬁticanyacceptedtheaum
of analyses devoid of political content. ~ R
But assessments of energy prospectsthatdid
try, however roughly, to take political realities
into account would have been more consistent
and also would have better prepared us for the
current situation, better prepared us for the un-
certainty with which we now live—and perhaps:
pointed to more inteiligent courses of action,. -
Bntpeoplepretatobehevetmttheenergy
situation is a rational situation under rational
control. To say, as many continue to say, that
Iranian oil constitutes only 10 percent of US.
imports is to miss the point—we are highly in-
tegrated with the world market, and tightness
monepanotthatmarhtmeamughma
everywhereebe.
Indwd.kha.ltogetherpoﬁbleﬂ:atmmin
thempafasituanonﬂm—wnhom;mmnga
date on when it will come undone—is basically

‘In October, Ena'gy'Secraary James Schiesin-]

million barrels 2 day by 1985. In the week end-
fng Dec. 29, America’s oil imports exceeded 10+
million barrels a day. 'l'hereweresumespev:m].3
factors at work. Still, the basic point is cf

the United States is becoming more dependent
onhnponadcﬂataﬂmewhentheshahmob
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‘Making Peace and I%eeping It

LOS ANGELES - For more than a.
decade, it has been plain that of all the
.disasters of the Vietnam War the
worst might be the lessons we would
draw trom it. Our political élites, re-
coiling from that remote ambiguous
struggle, concluded that improving:
our ability to project force into distant |
plamwasadangumthewoddandq
to us. If we improved our force, we'd
be more .apt to use it and become:
mireddown. - T e
Arms spending, so the jesson runs, Is.
worse than useless. It provokes adver-
saries to spend more in turn in-an
unending spiral. Distant troubles are:
largelyindigm:s.genenzedbyloa!.
injustice and corruption and, in
case, no part of some Sgviet or other
Comrmunist conspiracy. Weare not en-
gaged in a simple bipolar contest with
the Soviet Union. Neither superpower
can dominate the worid. Instead of |
playing policeman to the entire worid,
we should - in the President’s phrase
—be making peace for the worid. -
But is that the lesson? Can we make .
peace anywhere if we cannot reliably
promise the necessary force to keep
it? R
Secretary of State Cyrus R. Vancs
'was right to reject the stark bipolar
picture recently. But if we are not
locked in a simple duel with the other
superpawer, its interests do oppose
ours in many essentials. Nor are they-
likelytnbereconciledinanyfomeo-‘
able arms agreement, least of all in’
SALT I1, which has preoccupied the
Administration as one apparently un-
comnected. distant disaster after
sanother has taken it by surprise. . ... ..
. mmwworldbmlmdm4

gerous because it is more complicat-+
ed. Some changes besides an increase 1
*in Soviet control are hostile to our pur-.|
posa.Fewtodayholdma:mhing;
bad bappening in the worid must stem
from a Soviet conspiracy, yet the no-
tion that nothing bad can happen to us
it it is not inspired by the Russians is
an enduring relic of the bipolar view.
That a muitipolar worid can be un-
pleamtissbownbytbelethaldisuw
der that would follow a wide dispersal’
of nuciear weapons. But among the

"noes, all falling inevitably if one falls.

" nemberment, this time by a Baluchis-’
" Afghanis and the Soviet Union. Oman
"Yemeni and Sovi

-thing about it. For the Israelis, the giv-

countries most likely to acquire mu--
clear weapons are thoee increasingly
isolated by the weakening of the.

By Alfred Wohlstetter

Iran, South Korea, Taiwan. Getting|
The Bomb may seem the ouly alterna-
tiveasthaAmmmgnﬂimg.man-.

But adverse changes in one, even if
purely “internal,” can generate insta-
bilitiesinchain. .

The chaos in Iran has ominous im-
plications for Pakistan, for Oman; for
Saudi Arabia and other Gulf states, for
Israel, and for our critically placed
ally Turkey. Pakistan had the support
of Iran against threats of further dis.

tan liberation movement aided by the

lion in Dhofar; trouble may start there
again.BoththeSandisandthalsnelis
have been disturbed, not cnly by the

turn of events in-Iran but also by the
patent American inability to do any-

ing of buffer territory in return for an’
American guarantee fooks consider-
ablyriskjer, - - - - -~ ¢

-~ According to President Carter: “We
have ... neither ability nor desire to
interferein the internal atfairs of Iran.
And we certainly have no intention of
pergntttng other nations to interfere )

But if we have no ability to intervene
ourselves, can we prevent others from
intervening? If we are unclear about
Soviet interference in these ambigu-
ous deadly quarrels, the Russians are
not. Their military guarantees, em-
bodied in “Friendship Treaties’” with |
India and with Vietnam, assured India |
that it could dismember Pakistan and
Vietnam that it could invade Cambo-
dia, free of concern about China. And
that is hardly the end of the matter. An
extension of Soviet intervention or con-

forces in the Persian Guif or Mediter-

.Today, we have the problems with

trol far short of “world domination"

could do us and our allies grievous
harm. And even where Moscow is not
gaining control, we seem to be losing
it. -

come eir_eyes |
shut t to unpleasant Two

ago, ussians no abil-
ity to match American or British

ranean. They could not overfly Yugo-
slavia, Turkey, Iran or Pakistan,

averflights and the use of overseas
bases. But this is no inevitable *‘de-
cline of the West.”*

We have the resources to reverse
these trends and the technological
base to do it etficiently rather thaa by
merely multiplying armies. We and
our ailies have had other priorities.

‘Betweenlseoandlm'nmoremanl

doubled the percentage of the gma'

national product made up by Federal
outlays on “social welfare,” while cut. |

_ting almost in half the fraction devoted |

to the common defense — which could
mean we shall all fair badly.
But to choose to reverse the decline,

we need at least tonoticeit.

Albert Wohlstetter, University Profes-
sor at the University of Chicago, is @
guest columnist. ) !

et e
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|

By RICHARD BURT - -~
Special o TheNew York Times ..
WASHINGTON, Jan. 28 — The Carter
Administration is assembling a compre-
hensive plan to upgradeits ability to fore-
-icast political turbulence around the
world, a step that senior Government of-
ficials said today could resuit in sweeping
'changes in existing methods of -inteili-
. gence collection and evaluation.., ;.
The officialss said that since . early,
December, a high-level interagency tasic
force has been examining ways for intel
ligence-agencies to improve their ability
to predict political instability in countries
of critical importance- to the- United
States. . R RIS EERO K
"~The task force, they said, was created
after President Carter expressed his dis-
pleasure inr November about the failures
of the agencies.to anticipate the ¢risis in
Iram -overtm o e e gy e
Tke task’ force was:npot expected:to
issue its formal recommendations to the
President until next-month, tha.officials
said, but a high-ranking inteiligence aide
in the State ‘Department said-that the
Central Intelligence Agency and the State
Department had already been ordered to
determnine if other—; strategic,"; nations
might be susceptiblerto events similar to
those in Iram, and to- suggest.ways. 'in
which the United States might respond to
such future situations.. IR
The intetligence aide declined to name
the countries under study, but other ofﬁ7

S

 cials. said they mcladed- Saudi Arabra,
-Turkey,

/said, the. Administration wants to. know

. alone was o longer adequate. - ¢ -

2 e

e -

UL, Seeks Ways to Gauge-Foreign Nations’ Stability

the Philippines, - Indonesia;
Egypt, South Korea and Brazil. - - ¢

Some officials believe that opposition
groups .in each-of these. countries couid
threaten the viability of their govern.
ments, which. are friendly to.the United
States. In.essence, the intelligence aide

P

more about-the-aims. and strengths ‘of
such opposition groups so that the Ugited
States will not; be surprised by events
similartothoseinlran. - IR
- EHforts to enhance politicat forecasting
have been' given special priority by the
Administration: Zbigniew. Brzezinski, the
adviser-on national security;-and-others
have: stressed. that military intelligence

-«Jhe. inteiligence- aide..said that .the :
United States:**can no longer just bludg- ,*
eonils way intosituations.’ = -.--4- Zazio.. |

. - As our relative' fower declines;® tie | - -This-has meant: otficials said, that in

aide said, ‘we fmust leam, like the British
did years ago, td become more discrimi-
nating; alert and skilled in political mntel.
ligence.” : e
- ': Memoraidum From Carters ;2,75

. Contrast to the early 1960's, American of-
ficials abroad have had little contact with
forces” outside governments.-“such - as
youth groups, intellectuals and religious

R R ey

Other officials traced the task force’s

origin-to- 2 handwritten memorandum| ynce was placed on technical means of in-

sent by Mr. Carter.in November to Mk
Brzezinski;“Secretary of State Cyrus K. |
Vance and ‘Adm.- Stansfield Turner; the |
Director of Central Intelligencs: In the
note, Mr. Carter said that he “‘was dissat:
istied with the quality of political intelli-]

: ;1_'; -leaders. :Withimr, the .Central Intelligence
2wt 1 agency, the-officials'said, this-trend was

gence’’, that he was getting and toid his
aides tq workon together 1o upgrade such
information. . LE L
. Shortly thereafter; officials said, Mr,
Carter’s aides formed the task force and
put'each of their'top assistants in charge:
They are: David L. Aaron, Mr. Bzezin.,
ski’s deputy; David -D>-Newsom, Under
Secretary-of State for political affairs,
and Frank-C. Cariucci; the Deputy Direc-
tor of Central Intelligence. According to

the officials, the task force'has met regu-
larly sinceDecember. = - 7. -
- Theinteiligence aide-said that the task
force has identified several shortcomings
of existing inteiligence practices. Ome
such problernr, the’ dide said, was that
American diplomats and - intelligence
agents Have ignored social changes in key
countries"during the last’ decade, and
have focused instead ¢ at the ruling
elitewas thinking. > Tl 5

reinforced in the 1970’s when more reli-

telligence coilection. than..on. human
sources. .. ... .. . o

B A . H
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Brophy 0’Donnell ;

24 January 1979

‘Bad Intelligence’? Theirs Too, Lately

CoNFRONTED with his ac-
ministration’s failure to antic-
ipaie the upheaval in Iranm,
Jimmy Carter laid the hlame

- on inadequate performance

. by the inteiligence agencies.

" So what excuse does Leonid

© Brezhnev make when unfore-
seen developments in client
states threaten to upset Mos-

- cow's applecart? Does he ap-

. Pply the lash to the KGB, his
counterpart of the CIA?

: In this connection there are
six countries in the Middle
East and Africa where the So~
viet Union seems to be riding
kigh but is nevertheiess vuk
nerabla to forces that could
prove beyond control — as the
U.S. was in Iran. Consider:

Angola — In the civil war
that followed the Portuguese
departure in 1975, the Soviets
sent in Cuban troops to carry
their man Agzostinko Neto to
victory over the forces of Jon-
as Savimbi: Neto had general-
ly been considered the fron-
trunner ia the elections that
were Scheduled but never
held, He has now been in pow-
er for three years, but Savim-
bi's guerrillas are still fight-
ing in the south while thou-

sands of unbappy Cubans are -

wondering if they’ll ever see
Havana * again. Along with
that, the economy is in col-
lapse, and the Neto govern-
ment would hardly last tea
minutes if left os its own.
Maybe Brezhnev had poor in-
tellizence. .

Ethiopia—~ Here, too, So-
viet-Cuban power saved a tot-
tering regime Ifrom certain
defeat in two wars — the cone
flict with neighboring Somalia
and the civil war in Eritrea
province. Yet peithee war is
really ended. Eritrean and So-
mali guerrillas fight on, and
other lesser insurgencies also
help to destabilize this area.

®

(Somalia was the Kreme
lin's protege and Indian Ocean
power base until the refation-
ship was ruptured by Mcs.
cow's military 2id to hated
Ethiopia. Now Somali Presi-
dent Siyad Barre frets over
the refusal of the West to arm
bim adequately agzainst his
EthiopianSoviet-Cuban foes.

L If in frustration he does an

aboutface and rejoias the So-
viet fold — an emerging pos-
sibility — will the C1A get the
White House shaft?)

Afghanistan —  The
Kremlia is underpinning the
pro-Moscow regime that was
put in power by a bloody coup
last April. The underpinning
includes T-62 tanks and MiG-
23 tighter-bombers. The Sovi-
et muscle is flexad against in-
ternal opposition — success-
ful attacks by guarrilla forces
in Kunar province, other hit-
and-run engagements by dis.
affected tribesmen who hole
up across the border in Paki.
stan, and the danger of a
counter-coup by elements
Whose leaders participated in
the April coup and were later
purged. The Chinese are re-
ported to be supplying small
arms to guerrillas in their
border areas. Didn't the KBG
tell Brezhnev this might turn
into a messy operation?

South Yemen — This
pocket of poverty, strategical
ly located at the entrance to
the Red Sea, has been ruled by
Marxists with Moscow lean-
ings since independence in
1967. Last June the Soviet
position was enhanced when
the government faction clos-
est to the Kremlin seized pow-
er, with the help of Brezhnev's
Cuban mercenaries.

East German and Ethiopi-
an troops also came in to bols.
ter the new regime in the face
of interral resistacce which,
reports indicate, has not yet
been suppressed. At laast one
attempt has been made to as-
sassinate Moscow’s stand-in,
President Abd al Faitah Is-
mail Tension and border skir-
mishes mark relations with
neighboring Saudi Arabia and
North Yemen wher= some re-
sistance elements take cover
between forays. Brezhney
wants to know why the KBG
wasn't talking to the opposi
tion.

Syria and Ireq — Both
are heavijly armed by Moscow
and bave been important re
cipients of Soviet economic
aid. Despite these ties, all is
not hunky-dory along the Mos.
cow-Baghdad-Damascus axis,
Each of these small clients
bas had the temerity to op-

- viet difficulties. The “should”

pose the Sovists’ high-priarit
assistance to Ethicpia agaicst
Somalia and the-pritreacs.
There have been gtper disa-
greemeants. .

The latest flap with Da-
mascus occurred in Novem- !
ber when the Syrian chiaf of
staff angrily broke off talks
with Soviet defense officials
in Moscow after accusing
them of renegingz on earlier
promises of advanced arms
deliveries. The dispute was
calmed following intercession
by Hungarian leader Janos
Kadar, and at the end of De-
cember the Syrians were back
in Moscow with amiability ap-
parently restored. Still, the
flareup must bave reminded
Brezhnev of his failure to
bring the Syrians to heel two
years ago when they inter-
vened against the Palestinians
in Lebanon.

The Iraquis have turned
out to be even more uppity
than the Syrians. In Damas-
cus, Communists are permit-
ted a few cabinet positions,
but in Baghdad they ar= bares
ly tolerated as a political par-
ty and occasionally some are
hanged. Thirteen were strung
up last May. Then at the be-
ginning of January more exee
cutions wera reported, and
these less than a month after
Iraqui strong man Saddam
Hussein had a meeting in Mose
cow with Brezhnev. Perhaps
the KGB is not reading Hus-
sein’s mind. .

Some of these are situa-
tions where Washington could
and possibly should exploit So-

involves a consideration of
whether inaction beats action.
Is it better to let the Russians
screw up urcassisted, as they
sometimes do? On the other
hand, left to themselves they
may work out of their difficul.
ties. :

If the latter is how it works
out, where will be the fine line
between the inaction option
and plain indecisiveness?-
President Carter had better-
keep the inadjuate-intellig
ence ploy in reserve.

. Mr. O'Donnell sits up
nights in  Catonsuville,
watching the Kremlin,
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Growing Soviet Threat—
Even With an Arms Pact

Russia is outpacing the U.S. across the board—in military
spending, weapons production, recruiting, even research.
And the Pentagon sees no sign of letup in the future.

In advance of a momentous debate
over a new strategic-arms-limitation
treaty with Russia, the Pentagon is
sending this cautionary message to
Congress—and the nation:

The pact offers no cut-rate escape
from critical defense problems facing
the Carter administration. In fact, the
U.S. actually will have to increase
spending on its strategic forces to pre-
vent the Soviets from gaining a poten-
tially dangerous advantage in the next
decade.

This candid assessment is spelled out
in the annual defense “posture state-
ment” that Defense Secretary Harold
Brown presented to Congress on Janu-
ary 25. The statement is designed to
support the Defense Department’s re-
quest for a 122.7-billion-dollar

new SALT accord. The buildup of Rus-
sia’s strategic forces has gone even fast-
er than predicted by the Defense De-
partment a year ago.

For example, the total number of
warheads that Soviet missiles and
bombers can launch has increased at
twice the rate that had been predicted
a year ago—1,000 against an expected
500. This means that Moscow is nar-
rowing America’s advantage in this
field at a quicker pace than even the
pessimists had anticipated.

Big spenders. Even more disturbing
for Pentagon planners is the magni-
tude of the overall Soviet military
buildup. Russia, according to the CIA,
is outspending the U.S. on defense by
25 to 45 percent. Soviet military out-

lays, according to the intelligence |
agency, have passed America’s every ,
year since 1971.

Investment in Russia’s strategic
forces is estimated by the CIA to be '
three times that of the U.S.

Most alarming, in the view of De-
fense Department officials, is the Sovi- |
et challenge to America’s superiority in |
technology. The Pentagon’s posture
statement speaks of the *consider-
able—and not unjustified—dismay™ !
caused by the fact that Russia may be |
spending 73 percent more on military
research and development than this
country. :

“And this,” says Defense Secretary
Brown, “when we are supposed to
be—and are—depending on our tech-
nology to overcome their numbers.” !

How will this Kremlin drive to out- |
strip the U.S. in military power be af-
fected by SALT II?

The Pentagon report leaves little
doubt that the pact may change the
direction but not the pace of the Soviet
buildup—even in the strategic-arms
field.

For example, the accord will not pre-
vent the Soviets from developing
forces capable of a knockout attack

against America’s 1,000 Minute-

budget for the fiscal year begin-
ning October 1.

Brown advocates the signing
of an arms treaty on the ground
that over all it will contribute to
“greater stability and predict-
ability in the strategic chal-
lenges we face.”

Soviet Buildup That
Worries the Pentagon

Russian military forces in the past 15 years—

man missiles early in the 1980s.

The Pentagon report empha-
sizes the need for a new inter-
continental-ballistic-missile sys-
tem in the 1980s to replace the
increasingly vulnerable Minute-
man force.

The Defense Department is |

But he emphasizes: “It would
be a mistake to believe that a
SALT II agreement ... will
solve all our defense problems
or end the strategic nuclear
competition.”

On the contrary, the Defense
Secretary calls for a stepped-up
effort to modernize America’s
strategic forces. Even with a
SALT treaty, Brown points out
that outlays for these forces in
the next fiscal year must be in-
creased by more than 20 per-
cent—from 8.8 billion to 10.8
billion dollars.

Why boost spending on nu-
clear weapons if an arms-agree-
ment treaty is signed?

This is the explanation that
comes through in the Pentagon
report and a new Central Intel-
ligence Agency study:

A determined bid by the So-
viet Union for strategic superi-
ority over the United States, far
from losing momentum, actual-
ly appears to be accelerating—
and will continue even with a

1964 Now
Troops 3.4 mil. 4.4 mil.
Strategic Arms 450 2,500
Tactical Aircraft 3,500 4,500
Army Divisions 148 170

Defense spending—up 3 percent a year,
on average, in real terms

Note: Strategic arms include intercontinental and sub-
marine-launched ballistic missiles and bombers.

set to embark on full-scale de-
velopment of a new, mobile
missile. Still to be decided is
how this weapon is to be pro-
tected to enable it to survive a
first-strike attack by the Soviets.
The cost? Pentagon estimates
" range from a minimum of 20
billion up to 30 billion.
Additional billions will be
needed to build a replacement [
for the aging B-52 bornber‘i'
force. Advanced. design work |
will begin later this year on a |
wide-bodied aircraft to carry \
air-launched cruise missiles. ’
The Pentagon posture state-
ment focuses on another strate- .
gic threat that will not be mit- !
gated by SALT and that the
- US. must counter on its own. .
This is Russia’s so-called nucle- !
ar-war-fighting strategy. Cen. .
David C. Jones, chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff, describes ;
the threat posed by the Soviets -
this way: i
“They have a doctrine which
~ considers nuclear war as think- -
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able.... We have considered nuclear
war as unthinkable and have generally
dxrected our efforts toward a spasm
war.’ 1‘

The Pentagon report makes this |
point: The Soviets might assume that |
in the event of a limited nuclear attack | |
on military targets in the US., the '
President would have to choose be- |
tween all-out nuclear retaliation and ! ]
no response at all. i

To quote the posture statement:
“The temptation [by the Soviets] to ex-
ploit this loophole in our deterrent !
would be minute, but it could be real _’
in desperate circumstances.”

In an effort to close this “locophole,” a
subtle but significant shift in U.S. stra- -
tegic planning is under way. The aim is
to convince the Russians that the
American President has ample options
to respond in a controlled manner to a ,
limited Soviet nuclear attack.

In practical terms, this shift involves
vital improvements in the command,
control and communications system
and changes in targeting of missiles
and bombers. This shift is intended to
insure maximum flexibility for the
President in directing the use of all or
any segment of the American strategic
forces.

Why is the Soviet Union devoting so
much of its resources to maintaining
and even intensifying the momentumn
of a massive military buildup?

Defense Secretary Brown, who de-

scribes this as a “most troubling™ phe-
nomenon, offers up three explanations |

that he thinks are possible.

One is “bureaucratic inertia”—the
strength of Russia’s "mxhtary-mdusmal
establishment.”

A second is “Soviet fear, however
misplaced it might be, of their neigh-
bors—especially NATO and the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China.” )

Third is an effort “to use military

power to increase their influence and |
to gain political advantage, whether by |

direct application of military force,
through intimidation, through proxies
or through arms transfers.”

Defense Secretary Brown maintains |

CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8

that the Russians’ “failure to compete !
successfully in other areas can increase
their incentive to use their military
power” in bidding for influence
around the world.

The crisis in Iran could offer the So-
viets an opportunity for. such an oper-
ation—one which the Defense Secre-
tary indicates could lead to a
confrontation with the U.S.

At present, Russia has 20 divisions
and about 400 tactical aircraft in a posi-
tion to mount an invasion of Iran.
These forces, according to Brown, have
remained at a low state of readiness
and “the Soviets have been relatively
restrained and cautious in their policy
toward Iran.”

If Moscow shifts course and embarks
on an invasion of Iran—an operation
that the Pentagon estimates would
take several weeks of preparation—
Brown warns that “their intervention
could well require a U.S. response.”

What is the outlook now for the de-
fense of Europe, which gets top prior-
ity in U.S. defense planning?

Here, too, the Pentagonnotes a con-
tinuing Soviet buildup despite a clear-
cut Warsaw Pact superiority over the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization.
To support this buildup, Russia is build-
ing new tanks, guns and aircraft at tbwo
or three times the rate of the U.S.

Beefing up NATO. The administra-
tion is concentrating now on a pro-
gram to beef up NATO in collaboration
with European Allies. The 3.1 percent
increase that the President is seeking
in the defense budget is intended basi-
cally to finance the plan for NATO.

The purpose is to convince the Sovi-
ets that they can not hope to win a
quick victory in a blitzkrieg attack on
Western Europe. Toward this end, the
U.S. already has increased its forces in !
NATO, with the equivalent of six divi-
sions now stationed in Europe.

And a plan for fast, large-scale rein.
forcement of these forces is bemg ‘
pushed. When this plan is fully imple-
mented in the 1980s, the U.S. in a crisis
will be able to triple the number of
combat planes in the NATO theater :
within a week and increase troop !
strength from 200,000 to 350,000 with- ;
in two weeks. i
. Secretary Brown is exceedingly cau- |
tious in assessing NATO’s capacity to :
cope with a Russian attack. He says |
only that “the Soviets cannot be confi-
dent of a rapid conventional victory in
Eurcpe.”

To sum up: A SALT II agreement
with Russia may be at the top of Presi-
dent Carter’s 1979 agenda. But the
Pentagon sees no evidence that the
pact will dilute the Soviet drive for
military superiority over the US. O
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THE WASHINGTON STAR (GREEN LINE)

31 January 1979

~

R By Vernon A, Guldry Jr.

>
.,; Washington Star Stalf Writer

The Carter. administration has
“given the Senate a hall-inch sheaf of
papers that contain some of Ameri-
ca’'s most sensitive- intelligence se-
~erets. - SRR
« . An administration official claims
;.that the papers contain an unprece-
- dented profusion of details and de-
« scriptions of intelligence-gathering
* satellites and ground stations like
those now imperiled by civil strife in
Iran. s ’
This wealth of information has

¢

*climate for Senate ratification of the
~SALT II Treaty being négotiated with
“the Soviet Union.. .0 o7 - - )
The material. was requested by
Sen. John Glenn, D-Chio, a former

‘-astronaut who has been particularly -

“concerned about U.S. ability to moni-
:for Soviet strategic might. . .-

=< “I ASKED THEM “to-put down
.»¢ach and.every treaty requirement
";and the means of verifying it,”” Glenn
.«said. The point, he went on, was to
;-show the Senate the . ‘''blanks and
~weax spots.”. . .. o
" Glenn said the SALT process “is a
‘confidence-building thing. That
-means verifying Whattth‘g‘y,do.“ )

~ Glenn has asked for an update of
the material to take in account treaty
language negotiated with the Soviet
‘Union last month in-Geneva. In the
-meantime- the senator says he- is
withholding judgment on-administra-

.~tion claims that the treaty is verifia- .
»_ble. .

" The" material provided Glenn was
turned over to the Senate Intelligence
Committee -where . any- senator may
examineit, * 71 7. e .
: . Sy #

“It's prepared in sort of a ma‘ti'ix."
says one Senate staff member. “A

~q

~._senator can look at the treaty provi-
~ sions and.then almost.run his: finger
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- failed to remedy this probiem in ne-

. been passed on in hopes of creatinga’

ligence Data |

4

down the line to see how that trans- !
lates into a specific requirement and |
how that requirement is met, by |
satellites or whatever.” : ’

CRITICS AND proponents alike
have focused on verification as a key |
issue'in the SALT debate..One partic- |
ularly troublesome element has been |
the Soviet practice of putting .infor-
mation from. missile tests into code.
Critics say- U.S. negotiators have

gotiations at Geneva. .
The coding — or inscription —

issue is one that also troubles poten-

tial SALT supporters such as Glenn.

- The Senate Intelligence Committee

is conducting its own assessment of

the -adequacy of SALT.verification.

And its report will likely become an
important factor in the debate.
Treaty talks broke down last month

-in Geneva because, most American
.officials suggest, the Soviet Union de-

cided to hold off on conclusion of the
pact until the events surrounding the
dramatic U.S. recognition of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China played them- |
selves out. !
In the meantime the:|
administration has been following a |
pattern that was established in |
earlier difficult foreign policy issues |
concerning the Congress. President |
Carter has been meeting with a num- |
ber of key senators while other aides !
have conducted a series of briefings
at the White House for Senate staff

.members. . :

The White House also is reviving a
congressional stroking technique it |
has used to good effect in the past. |
Beginning tomorrow, the White |
House will have a series of dinners |
for members of Congress that will be !

-followed by a three-hour, Cabinet-

level presentation on U.S. foreign
policy. - .
Members of the Senate leadership |

and the Senate Foreign: Relations .
Committee are due this week.. .
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RICIHMOND TIMES-DISPATCH
26 January 1979

NEWS FOCUS o

WAS:IINGTON — President Carter and his".
secretary of state, Cyrus Vance, are socom-

mittedtotheachievernentofaSALT agreement
- that they are being disconcertingly slow to
criticize Soviet misbehavior. :

Withthesigningof SALT I as theiroverriding -

objective, both men have tended to overlook
abundant evidenceof Soviet mvolvement inlran
and Cambodia. - :7

As Iran'slides into chaos, Carter has warned
Brezhnev not to intervene. But he has politely
refrained from calling the Russians to account
for the inflammatory broadcasts of their clan-
destine radio. Beaming from Baku inside the
Soviet Union, the Russians have been calling in

Persian for the immediate expulsmn of all

Americans from Iran.- : -+

The Sovietsupport of the Vietnamese assault
on Cambodia was so blatant that even com-
munist Rumania was compelied to protest bit-
terly the Russian role. However, Vance has
claimed that theevidenceof Sovietinvolvement
is not yet clear and Carter has made only
equivocal comments.i

Carter and-Vance.have given similar ex-
planations for their reticence in recent inter-
views. Vance said be was concerned by rising
anti-Soviet sentimentin the United States. He
said he would ‘‘resign tomorrow’’ rather than
participate in revxvmg the passxons of the Cold
war ISR

For his part, Carter'sard he was *‘concerned
about the growth of anti-Soviet sentiment par-
ticularly among the elites and experts.’
However, he feelsreassured by pollsthatshowa
majority to be with him on the arms control
issue. The implication of these statements is
that the American public should not be exposed
to too much unpleasant Soviet reality for fear of
provoking irrational overreacnon

IN PRACTICE, THIS self—xmposed restraint

leads to an extreme version of Vance's
familiar position that there must be no
“linkage’’ betweenSALT and Soviet behavioron
other issues. Not only-will tRe United States
refuse to make a SALT agreement conditional
on cessation of Soviet interventions, but it will
go further and refrain”from strenuously ob-
jecting to such moves in order tokeep theSALT
dialogue going. . * ~

However, geopolitical reality has a way of in.
-truding upon the rarefied atmosphere in which
the two superpowers conduct their SALT
negotiations. Xronically',;evAen as Carter presses

The Wrong Way
TO Seﬁ SALT

‘for an arms control agreement, the Iranian

* border with Russia. Informationcollected from
- these sites is crucial to American ability to

.the defeat of the treaty in apocalyptic terms. In

s

by
"

LN D

ey
;o

(SO Tm
Yoey

"By Cord ’\'e) er

revolt has endangered two ground sites
operated by American intelligence on Iran's

verify that the Soviets comply with SALT
limitations on the number of missile warheads.

At great expense and considerable delay,
alternative inteliigence collection systems can
be devised to recover part of the vital informa-
tion that would belost. But thereisnoreally ade-
quate substitute for uhelme-of-sxg‘ltcoverageof
Soviet test ranges provided by the mountainous
terrain on Iran's border, -

The Soviets will celebrate’the closmg of this
window on their research and development, but .
the Americancriticsof SALT havebeengivena
new and serious reason for questioning the ade-
quacy of our verification procedures

AS THE CARTER administration begins to
realize the strength of Senate opposition to
SALTII, thereis a growing tendency to portray

reality, SALT is at best a useful method of plac- !
ing a verifiable limit on certain types of
strategic armament, and reasonable men can

differ on whether itis wise toaccept the specific :
terms of the proposed treaty. i

But Carter has begun to argue that rejection
by the Senate will destroy the credibility of the
American presidency, ‘‘deal a severe blow™ to
U.S.-Soviet relations and do irreparable
damageto America's peaceful reputation in the
world. With theserhetorical excesses, Carteris
taking 3 huge gamble. If the treaty is rejected,
he will have given the Soviets a powerful
propaganda weapon by exaggerating the im-
plications of defeat.

Mounting suspicion of Soviet intentions at
home and growing concern among our allies
abroad are not invented by an elitist cabal of ex- ;
perts, as Carter has suggested. They are the '
direct result of increasing Soviet military |
strength and the adventurous uses to which it
has been put.

Carter’s State of the Union message was
strong in its support of SALT but had not one
word to say about the expansion of Soviet power
inthe Middle East, Africaand Asia. Cartercan't
sell SALT by ignoring this geopolitical reality.
The Senate debateonratification will force him ;
to explain what he intends todo about Lhesteady
erosion of American influence.

©1979, Field Enterprises Ine.
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- By RICHARD BURT .
Special to The New YorX Times . .
WASHINGTON, Jan. 31 — The Carter

" Administration has warned the Soviet

Union that an attempt to impede Ameri-
can eiforts to monitor a Soviet missile
test on Dec. 21 has jeopardized the ability
of the United States to verify Soviet com-
pliance with the terms of a projected
treaty limiting strategic arms, Govern-
ment officials said today. 5 - :
The Administration, they added, has
also told Moscow in recent days that if the
Soviet Union, under a new treaty, tried to

:conceal test data in-this manner, the

United States would consider it a serious
violation of the agreement. _ o

The officials said the unusual warming
was prompted by a test firing of Mos-

NEW YORK TIMES
1 FEBRUARY 1979
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cow’s new SS-18 missile, the largest and)
roost lethal rocket in the Soviet arsenal.
During the test, Moscow is said to have
transmitted electronic messages from
the missile to Soviet ground stations in
code in an apparent effort to conceal the
signals from American listening posts on
the periphery of the Soviet Union. - -
Since the test information, known as te-
lemetry, is viewed by the Central Intelii-
gence Agency as vital to verifying Soviet
compliance with-a new accord, the:
December missile firing has complicated

negotiations. Itis also seen as raising ;

convincing the Senate that the United
States could detect a Soviet effort to
evade parts of the proposed agreement.
_ So far, officials said, Moscow has not
'respondedmthev?_aming. Coe

' Meanwhile, the 'Administ'r}lion's han-
; dling of the telemetry issué is being de-
- bated in the United States Government.
Some aides charge that Adm. Stansfield
- Turner, the Director-of Central Intelli-
-ence, has exaggerated the importance of
the test data in verifying a new accord,
' thus setting back chances for a trea
with Moscow, -~ .
I The officials said that i 2 number of
- conversations with President Carter, Ad-
miral”Turner had pushed for a tirm
American position on Soviet attempts to
t encode test data despite the fact that
: other agencies doubted the utility of such
astand. .- - . o

A Central Intelligence Agency spokes-
man refusd to discuss the issue. -

Encoding first emerged as a serious
issue in the arms talks after an SS-18 test

= BT A X YN

.}

last-minute efforts to complete the arms

new problems for the Administration in !

Missile Data

'in July when much of the missile’s te-
lemetry was sent in code. T :
| Lastfall, American negotiators tried to

iget Moscow to accept a ban on such en-
lcoding but failed. In- late December at
'Geneva, Secretary-o¢f State Cynis R.’
iVance and Soviet Foreign Minister An-|
-drei A. Gromyko agreed to an ambiguous

provision in which Moscow was permit-
;ted to encode only missile test data that;
would not hinder American verification:
‘ofanewaccord. « ;- - s

t However, the provision evidently does

-not specify what information is necessary-
to monitor an accord.”Some officials say

this omission could allow Moscow to con-

tinue to withhold key information about

new missiles. In an effort to remove this

.ambiguity, the Administration officials

said, the United States has told Moscow

that the encoding of the Dec. 21 test is an

PR TP

.example of what would be banned by the
;DEw provision, :

’ -
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Washington—~The Soviet Union- has be-
gun test-launching long-range cruise mis-
siles from its controversial - Backfire
bomber in a move that could complicate
arms control negotiations and pose new
defense problems for the United States,.
authoritative government sourees report-
ed yesterday. : RS e _

While new mtelhgence reports ‘were
said to state flatly that there have been.
eight such tests, some defense. officials
contended that there was a lingering un-- |

certainty as to whether the Bac.kﬁre wa&
the launching airplane. -~ -.. = &7

There was no dispute, however. abcut
the missile tests themselves, or- that the
winged vehicles were launched over dis-
tances more than twice as greal as were.
estimated for Soviet cruise missiles as re—;
cently as this week in congressional tstx
mony by Harold Brown, Secretary of De-
fense. ’

The sxgmﬁcance of the Backfxre as'a
Jaunching aircraft is that the Soviets have,
stubbornly refused to have it included un~
der the numerical ceilings. for strategic
weapons in the prospective strategic arms
limitation treaty (SALT). ey

They contend it isnota strategxc weap-
on and American negotiators accept that
its primary mission. may be to.attack:

- gets in' countries’ bordering the. Sovxed
Union as well as naval fleets. It is seen as|
an imposing threat to the US. Navy, . even
without cruise missiles. ... +x. ‘-A,,‘,m-—g

American negotiators also’ argue;that
the Backfire has the range, especially with
its m-flxght refueling capability, for stra:
tegic missions against the United States. .-

Against the recommendations of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Carter adminis-
tration is prepared to accept side assur-
ances from Moscow that basing restnc-i
tions and production limitations will pre~
vent the Backfire from threatening the
United States. The new intelligence re-
ports could complicate matters for nego-
tiators and surely will complicate the. ad-y
ministration’s problem in winning Senate

ol i
=

endorsement of an eventual treaty.. .., .{

‘cruise missiles. Long-range in the case of

"'Mr. Brown said, without elaboration, that

'saxd “Both the Bear [an aging Soviet
- bomber] and the Backfire can carry air-
*{aunched cruise missiles with ranges of

7.5 Waoshington Bureau of The Sun .
Secretary Brown told the House Armed
Services Committee Monday that the
Backfire wouid have to be counted under
SALT weapons ceilings if it turned out to
be a carrier of long-range air-launched

such weapons is defined as.more than.§00
kilometers (373 miles). N

- Mr..Brown's comment was in response
toa speculative.question.from Represen-
tative Robin L. Beard, Jr. (R., Tenn.)
about the. Backfire’s poténtial for launch-
ing 1,500-kilometer-range cruise missiles.

the Russians “have some new ones uider|
deve]opment.mw C A e
The defense chief’s prepared statemenH

about 500 kilometers. As yet, there is no
evidence that the Soviets have developed a
cruise missile-comparable to {America’s]
although they may be developing a long-
range cruise missile of their own design.”
Some sources suggested that the secre-
tary’s statement.may already have been
overtaken. . ...

- According to the mtelhgence reports
the Russians have launched eight test mis-
siles from Backfire bombers and the aver-
age range has been 1,200 kilometers (745"
miles). The estimate was that the missiles
have fuel capacity to reach farther. The
latest test was said to have been w1thm
the past two weeks. S KA i

Under the emerging US-Sowet SAL’I'

" ByCHARLESW.CORDDRY e

\x.s‘ )’.x

treaty, each side would be allowed 2.250
strategic vehicles—land and submarine-
based missiles and heavy bombers. No
more than 1,320 could carry multiple war-
heads or air-launched Cruise missiles.

. As matters stand pow, the Backfire
fleet —expected to number 400 planes by
1985~—would not be counted under those
ceilings, a matter severely criticized by a
House Armed Services Committee panel
on which Mr. Beard served.

"It was Secretary Brown's contention |
that any arming of the Backfire with long- |

' range cruise missiles would automatically
bring the plane under the treaty ceilings. |
Whether' the Russians would agree with l

that was not discussed.

Tf thav maintainad that thairm mmmlA(‘x

had 600-kilometer range, and r\‘zmainet:ll
excluded, considerable problems could
arise for the administration. In any case,
the emergence of long-range cruise mis-
siles in the Russian air. forces—enabling
them to fly long ranges and launch mis-
siles toward .targets hundreds of miles-
away—poses new problems in verifying :
compliance with SALT agreements. What :
planes carry short-range and what plana
carry long-range missiles? - ~ -

The American missile development has
long since handed the Russians that prob-
-lem. Significantly, they dropped their ia- !
sistence on range limitations late last |
year. . 4

Under SALT terms, heavy bombers
with cruise missiles are supposed to have
‘what the negotiators term “externally ob-

servable differences” from other aircran}
of the sane type.

-

-

“.
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OfAllSpy S

... By Thomas O'Toole
Washington Pest Stalf Writer
Dr. Edward Teller, .the onetime
hawk and nuclear physicist often de-
scribed at the “father of the hydrogen
bomb,” yesterday called on the United
States to release to the entire world

its spy satellite photographs of earth.

“T am aware such a suggestion runs
completely counter to present prac-
tice,” the Hungarian-born Teller told |
the Senate Commerce subcommittee
on science, technology and space, “but
I believe such a move would contrib-
ute to the peace and stabillty of the
whole world.”. : « ~«r 2tvm To
" Teller sald U.S. reconnaissance sat-
ellite photographs should be made
available on a: routine basis to most
countries, He said that if the United "
States did not want to do it, an inter:
national consortium should “be formed
to put up a spy satellite and distributa -
its photos to everybody, s -wes «vxor 3w
““It is very important that verifica-
tion of treaties and " intentions: be
made public knowledge everywhere,”
Teller said. : “Otherwise, people ‘in- '
power will continue to call each other :
liars and the people in general will" "
continue to be confused b:
lic statements.” . R . o
Teller’s call for an “open space” pot- -
icy is the most recent in a series of
suggestions he has made to do away ~
with the world’s military secrets. Pre- .-
Viously, he has called fora law requir-™
ing declassification of scientific se- -
crets, including those pertaining to .
the’ development of nuclear weapons. -
Teller said he would like to open up-”
all U.S. space secrets to the world but
he recognizes that revealing the re.
sults of - electronic -~ eave
might be impractical, =
“I will confine my proposal to. photo..
reconnaissance because -countermea-
sures against it are. very diffieult,”” " -

- lasers-we could: get a real comprehens
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i -Testifying before Sen. Adlai E."Ste-
-venson's subcomimittee, which is seek-’

sdropping - -
o ohei.  Satellite once very week that could

- levels of the atmosphere,” Teller said. .
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~ Teller Calls for Release |
atellite Photos

e e e e Y

“#N DR EDWAED TELLER -z .. ;
~“from an angePs point of view™ -/

RHTD Dk el de g ety Ly
Teller said. “And to- the extent. that
the Russians ‘might "learn. something
from the publication of pictures
alone, I think these pictures would be
of little.help to-them.” R

~ - vagr .

ing advice on how the space shuttle
should be used, Teller said he thought
its. first.'prierity should be weather
forecasting ‘and its second one crop-
forecasting. .0 . — i widig
< “The shuttle could taka up a -small-

watch™ wind. velocities - at : almost . all

“Using a combination of radar and

sive view of the atmosphere from an 3
angel's point of view.?. - SR T

The one thing he would never “use:
the shuttle for, Teller said, is a solar
power satellite to- supply Earth. with _
electricity by microwave transmission. .

“My own ‘estimate,” Teller said, “is
that solar space energy- will cost for:,
the rest.of this-century at:least 30.
times what we pay-each year for oury
national fuel bilL? The national oil.
bill'alone comes to more than $60° bil.:
lion a year. A

Teller said- -that” anyone who pays
for it should be allowed room aboard
the space shuttle but that the privi.
lege should be denied to anyone who !
wants to conduct research in secret
aboard the shuttle; (% . ip i 11700 3

-~
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Article appeared 29 January 1979
on page A-b6

CIA Mind Control - |

' ) There is evidence that CIA mmdi
: control research continued into the!
19708 even though agency oifxcxalsl
indicate most of it ended in 1963, says;
-the author of a new book.
John Marks says that in response to
a Freedom of Information Act request|
aimed at specific behavioral research |
topics, the CIA informed him it hasg
identified 130 boxes of papers ex-
‘pected to contain related documents. !
- “I was astounded by the amount of |
this undisclosed material,” said
Marks, a former State Department
mtelhgenee officer. “The agency says
it is reviewing the material, and I ex-
pect. it to be-released within sxx
months.” .
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Work Went On Into 19705,AnthorSays T e _ S o

Book Disputes CIA Chlef on Mmd

e .
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Control Efforts|

!
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# By Bill Richards - 4l

; wmmmmm s B3t
Despite assurances last year . from
Central Intelligence::. Director Stans:
field Turner that the CIA's mind-con-]
trol program was phased out over a
decade ago, the . intelligence ageacy.
has come up with new documents in-
dicating that the work went~on into

the 1970s, according to a new book.
John Marks, the anthor of the book,
said the CIA mind-control researchers
did apparently drop their mueh publi-
cized MK-ULTRA drug-testing pro-
gram. But they replaced it, according
to Marks, ' with another  supersecret.
behavioral-control project under the-
agency’s Otﬂce o! Research.. and. De-y
velopment.. . Doedt e oto4%
The ORD programusedacuverow
ganization set up in the 1960s outside-
Boston headed by .Dr. Edwin.-Land,
the founder of Polaroid. who acted as:
a “figurehead,” said. .Marks.:in his.
book. The project investigated: such
research as ienetxc engmeermg. de-:

velopment of dew: strﬁns o£ bactu-la,
and mind controk'” LR L

The book identiﬂel the. Massachu-~
setts proprietary organization headed.
by Land as the-Scientific Engineering
Institute. The ClA-funded institute’
was originally sef up as a radar.and
technical research company in the
1930s and shifted over to mind-control
experiments in the 1960s, according to
the book. Land could: not:be:reached :
for comment yesterday.s_.gr e

In testimony-Jast year before 2. Sen-
.ate committee..Turner indicated that
most of the CIA’s mind-control work
ended in the 1960s with the exception
of a few scattered programs. Accord-
ing to Marks, however, the ORD pro-
‘gram was a full-scale one and just as
secret as the. earher MK. ULTRA pro-
ject. g -

A CIA spoxesmn sald yesterday
that the intelligence agency had not.|
reviewed Marks’' . book. a‘nd:1 would
make no comment until it did. }

In his book, Marks said he len'nedJ
of the program last. year. when the

T AR

-. 5
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.researchers trained secret police in

forT the
which is scheduled to be released next:
‘month. The book-is based on about!
-16,000 pages of information on the{

'197Tand' 1978.
\.In researching the rnatenal Marks

‘and shock-treatment research at Mo }

(CIA notified him that it had Tocated
<130- boxes of material on- the proj

‘after-he filed a Freedom ot Inform
‘tion Act request.. -

-
Marks, a former State Department|

1mtelligence officer and frequent CIA|

critie, is the author of,“The Search:
‘Manchurian-- Candidate,™!

MK-ULTRA and other mmd-control
.experiments that were released m|

said he found that CIA mind-control

Uruguay - and South Korea, and
funded an extensive program of LSD'

Gul University in Canada. -

"According to the hook, Dr. D. Ewen
Cameron, at the Allen Memorial Insti-:
tute at McGill, ran the experiments
which were paid for by the CIA. Cam-
eron, who_died in 1967, received the

money through the Society for the In- ,
fvesugation of Human- Ecology, an- '

other CIA front. It is unknown if
Cameron was aware that the money
came from the CIA. - -
~-Marks said the expenments— “at- Mc—
Gill included. giving unknowing sub-
Jjects with mental problems massive
doses of LSD and subjecting them to
long-term shock treatment in an ef-
fort to “depattern? them and plant
-new-behavior methods it their minds.|
‘About- half of the subjects were- left:
with longterm ‘amnesia from "the:
treatment, which had 'Iittle beneﬁcmf
effect, Marks said.

.In addition, the CIA, under its MK-
SEARCE project, funded a Baltimore-
biological laborator:x run by an ex-:
CIA agent to insure that the agency:
had a “quick delivery” germ warfare
capability, the Marks book reports.
The project was kept secret even.
from the Army, which had .its own
germ;mrfare eenter at Fort Detrick
wheg the CIA was also- domg re-
search. '~

BN R e & SRL, TYS L2 5PV ATy = IS UP P

of thevhallucmogen "But Marks said
"CIA officials were S0 alarmed at the
/potential of the purchase:they stepped

_agency. before publication. ; sz -Rac

According to the’ book. ‘the CrAs
far-reaching drug-research’ prozra.m.,
which eventually involved 80 universt:|
ties and other institutions, was set’ off;
in part because of a mathematical em:
‘ror-by an agency analyst. - -~ -7 ~. —

~ In 1951, the author. m:: word
reached the CIA that the Soviets had
purchased’ 50 million doses of LSD
from the. Swiss Sandoz,company. Irr;
fact, thé. Soviets- bouxnt only 50 doses{

up their own fledgling drug program
and rushed two agents to Switzerland
with $240,000 in a black bag to buy 100}
million LSD doses for themseives.
The deal’ fell ' through, - the ' booi
says, because startled Sandoxz officials
admitted they didn’t have. enouzh
LSD to meet the CIA request.. . ;.. .
Marks, along -with - former CIA
agent  Victor Marchetti, wrote - “The
CIA and'.the-Cuit: of -Intelligence,”,
which- was. heavily. censored » b}thq

Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8



Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8

—_—— THE BOSTON GLOBE
Article appeared 30 January 1979
on page 23

Dirt report | Thellewiisiom

. o er—— ——

at 12: SOam.

By William A. Henry 34 . . ;
Globe Staff .

LOS ANGELES — There’s no poster, no
T-shirt and no doll, but there is an intricate
marketing agreement tied to ABC's docu-
mentary tonight about the CIA’s 30 years of
experiments at brainwashing,” conscious-
ness-altering and “mind control.”

The program is airing 12:30-2 am. on
Channel 5 rather than in prime time so that
its early-morning timing will coincide with
the release of a book by the show’s prmcxpal'

of research. More important, he was
promised that the show would appear when
his book did, and that he would be promi-
nently mentioned on air..

Because the program’s time slot fell into
the crucial February ratings “sweeps,” when
no network will risk the low audience of a
prime time documentary, the 90-minute
show was pushed back to a low-viewership
spot opposite “The Tonight Show.”"

The decision about timing was made by
Pamela Hill, the executive producer who
last year re-recorded young hoodlums on a
sound stage for another documentary be-
cause their actual street utterances were
blurry or inaudible.

Hill was also the producer who approved
an hour documentary about Palestinian ter-
rorists that gave them an uninterrupted
platform and presented no opposing view.

Under Hill, ABC has become the most
inventive, flashy, and experimental net-
work. Its documentaries are the broadest-{
ranging, but its t.echmques are the most con-
troversial. - - )

“Mission: Mind Control” will hkely pro-'
voke more controversy, from bo!h lefl andf
right. k

Much of the 90 minutes details the CIA's
experiments with LSD. The people- who
received it were unaware of what they were
taking. Most were drunks, derelicts, prosti-
tutes, mental patients — people at the fringe
of society who could not retaliate or “go
public” if they discovered whal had been |
done to them.

Some weep on camera tomght as thev re-
live their suffering. Most claim they were
permanently hurt. Some say their lives were
wrecked.

Although the documentary makes fleet-
ing reference to the counter-culture and
quotes Timothy Leary, it will leave all but
the most cautious viewer thinking that LSD
routinely causes insanity even when taken
knowingly as a recreational drug: - -- -

e

- Usually they pursue them. “Mind Control”

" from humanity we are when we hear or read |

The effects of LSD are suggested in snip-
pets of a 20-minute film of ever-changing
hallucinations. The vivid footage is in-
terspersed with flatly-toid horror stories of, -
for example, an experiment in a public :
health hospital: drug addicts who took LSD |
were also given the drug of their addiction, 5
primarily heroin, dri¥ing them back to their !
old habits and making them even less able 4
to reveal or prosecute the CIA’s actions. i

- Reporter Paul Altmayer caught many |
former CIA officials and academic

Reporter Paul Altmayer caught many
former CIA officials and. academic
researchers lymg or distorting. One, Robert,
Lashbrook, is accused of having perjured
himself before a committee of Congress.
The Congressional witnesses as a group are.
charged with having conspired to lie and
sustain a cover-up. :

Documentaries rarely make headlines.

originated with the much-reported case of
Frank Olsen, a CIA employee who leaped
from a tenth floor window to his death in
the early 1950s. His family was not told he |

. had been given LSD without his knowledge. :

‘and they lived more than two decades with :
the feeling of guilt and responsibility. for his | i
death. Mrs. Olsen appears on camera. She |
is quiet and reasonable, and she makes any
audience share her calm contempt. : i

Conservatives can justly complain that {
the documentary never focuses on the Coid |
War, the Russian experiments in mind con-
trol, the fear engendered by the leak of nu--
clear technology and later by Sputnik. It
dismisses the possibility of a “Manchurian
candidate,” a ‘‘programmed’’ assassin,
without mentioning the case of the man.
Stalin trained to murder Leon Trotsky.

Altmayer’s belief, and Hill's is that good
ends such as national security cannot justi-
fy immoral means. The evidence is
overwelmingly on their side. How distant

the words of a researcher’s memo that his

work “occasionally may result in unavoid-

able fatality” fatality of helplus,1
unknowing and innocent people.. -

The network has promised a follow-up
report as the CIA begins to release some 130 |
boxes, a whole roomful of papers about its |
experiments in the early 1970s. For the dxh-
gence we all should be grateful. If our gov-!
ernment must be dirty, we cannot be al-'
lowed to wash our hands |

L=
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TV: An 11:30 P.M. Look 7
At Mind-Conrol Studies .

Rt 2N SRR PIES. .
P S8 | EAT R TN PtS

oent : . it %]

drug addicts— living on the fringes of 1; 3%

society.. *v - . ! sl £ P

. 7. - This ABC-TV compilation toucheson -’ ¥ -

BC NEWS documentaries ™ all these aspects and more, getting ex..'} 33

these days are exhibiting pro--~ . clusive interviews with former officiais [# i*

nounced schizoid symptoms. ... and consultants to the Central Intelli- o

Those tackling sensitive issues 7 gence Agency and dther agencies. At *

from fresh angles, both' technical and - the Same time, however, the program’s’

interpretive, have been encouraging. ;. methods provide both too much and too - :
Two outstanding examples .- were 1: little in the way of substantial content. : -}
.*Youth Terror’ and a portrait of the . While much ¢f the material would i ;%
Palestinians. But those dabbling in in. ** Seem to suggest a staggering ineptness ", ; ¥
-herently sensational subjects, such as *' - in American efforts in these areas, the. ' '}
-the occult, have generated understand- ; . ;documentary insists on emphasizing |
-able nervousness. - . -« "% ‘the more outrageous. statements of - &
.- Tonight's example; *'Mission: Mind i, Some obvious oddballs: Much is made, . ;. ;.
Control,”” falls somewhere in the un- ., . for instance, of beorge White, a bizarre .-
-easy middle. Scheduled outside prime * ' consultant to ‘the C.LA. who once ]
-time, the 90-minute ; documentary:: Wwrote, It was fun, fun, fun ... where .
beginsat 11:30 P.M. “ . i g, elsecould a red-blooded American lie,
The producer and writer is Paul Alt- - kill, cheat and rape with the sanction of
meyer, whose television record is cer- . the all-highest?”’ Well, “yes, but the: |
tainly solid, particularly in the areaof - truly dangerous _villains of  this
investigative reporting. And the stated - scenario: were ', considerably . more®
'purpose of the program is certainly le. , . proper intoneandbehavior: .. &
gitimate: to pull together the bits'and %, .3 "¢ e i &

. pleces of stories involving the United "
- States Government in the last 30 years.
-In various experiments dimed at per-
fectingmindcontrol. " i

", ByJOHNJ.O’CONNOR -

IS 7 SN BARN A A !
# .. John Gittenger, retired chief psy--;:
{420 chologistfor the C.LAS 358,
1

~ A | «

. Two devices are. especially irritat- { . —— IR AN R N Ry |
{ing. Clips from the film ““The Manchu-"{- rypted to show. an experimental fiim’s
rian Candidate” are shamefully over-.:1.| conception of an LSD “trip."” Now, of*
_ ..+ used: A scene in which a brainwashied, i "coyrse, there is no such thing as'a sin- !
a 4 Dart. the exrepim anps v G20TENCE. Harvey, under orders from #. gie trip. Different people react differ-+:
;:-For the most part, the experiments ;' " the enemy, shoots his- Army buddy it . ently to hallucinogenic. drugs.. Some !
Involve drugs, most of them, such as ¥ {the face is shown not once but twices ;trips- are pleasant, others terrifying.
. LSD, hallucinogenic. Much of the story 1 {-One explanation may be that the docu< i But nevertheless, “*Mind Contro}”’ in-+
has already been covered in the .~ mentary owes an obvious debt to *‘coni 1-:sists.on wasting donsiderable time on!
general press. There are the distress- - _ sultant” John Marks, whose new book | thess tedious verSions of a “simulated :
ing tales of unwitting guinea pigs. z;» will be entitled “‘The Search for the | LSDexperience.”™ 1 «:j to,: ~a-tr %
There are the cases of covered-up sui- ; . Manchurian Candidate: TheC.ILA.and ¢  jj the end, piled atop a mound of in-+
cides, most notably those of Frank - ~Mind-Control.”” ¥ * .. - i+~ -5 ¢ ! triguing material and ominous declara-
Olson and Harold Blauer. Extensive !, Inaddition fo this, evidently inan ef..” tions, an expert is brought on to .con.-:
_experiments were conducted on reias ... fon to get.away from."talking heads,! ** ciude that as far as the average human -
tively powerless types — prostitutes; ;.. the: proceedings ;‘.at"e-}_regularly' inters £ . mind is concerned, ‘‘predictable, abso-
] : e T T LR e e e T s Y ute control is not possible.’” The point3
is made clearty, but one can’t help won. .|
“dering what viewers will remember
" longer: the unsensational-expert. or-}
those scenes of Laurence Harvey blow-
ing oft his friend’s head.; 5t "< #.2imeed
LR~ REV S LT )
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Mind Control Study Continued for Decade
After CIA Said It WasEnded, Book Claims.

_ifa.new book.

L)

LOS ANGELES T IMES
30 January 1979

t ' BY NORMAN KEMPSTER - |

< Times Stalt Writer . ’

WASHINGTON=The' CIA spon-.:
sored scientific research into methods .
of controiling the human mind for al-.;
most a decade after it ended its pre-
viously, disclosed experiments “with .
18D, in.i963, author John Marks says |

TR o

~Citing; documents. released by: the §
agehcy: under the Freedom of Infor- .
tion Act, Marks, a former State-
Dgpartment :intelligence officer, .said
U'%! CIA continued: at- least. until
mid41972to search for exotic. ways Lo’
dgmirate the brain and control beha-.,
L T R R R T
Pltimalely,. the agency admitted |
tHat its experimentation; which began
in.1950 in the midst of the cold war,.

wis .a failure—the human mind was,

by

either too resilient or too unpredicta- |
-+

big to he molded. with the reliability
rctjuired for espiorfage operations. .
‘The: book, “The. Search for the.
‘Manchurian Candidate,’ " . quotes -a:
CtA' documeht as saying thal the
ming-control programs finally ended

‘July 10, 1972; when the chief of the

* projéct, Dr. Sidney Gottleib, wrote its

G 1

~ bureaucratic epitaph., -t ¢ T
.. “The Clandestine Servicé has been’.

“ablé to maintain, contact ‘with the '

‘ Jeading edge of developments in the -

#-and techniques are. too unpredictable:;
~in their; effect. on_ individual human

]
)

Approved For Release 2009/04/27

"‘:'opgrati.ons._ AT et i e
“t{ “Op thé scientifi€, side, it has be: |

R

~..beings¢

“ield of biological and chemical con-
“trol of human behavior,” Gottleib
s-wrote. “It has become increasingly
obvious over the last several.years
that this general area had .less and

“Yess relevance {9 cutrent clandestine |

LRI

i come very clear, that these. materials;;

by

",under.-; specified  circum-
- stances, to be operationally " useful, *
Our *operations. officers ...." have,

)
¥

"“mendable distaste for utilizing these

" materials and techniques.”. .. [ Ll
‘" The materials and techniques id

“cluded LSD-and a, wide variety, of |
" mind-altering drugs,. sexual entrap:’
_.ment, electric Shock,. electrodes im-
* planted in the_brain, radiation and .

‘showh d discerning and perhaps com-
v

hypnosis. The program was conduct-:

ed under such code names as Blue-:

bird, Artichoke, MK-ULTRA, MK-
NAOMI;: MK-SEARCH and -Project -
Often... = - et
" The objectives wete to develop'a®
foolproof truth serum to be used in <
questioning agents, defectors and en- "4
emy prisoners; to determine if brain->
washing was paossible; to .devise ways -

of producing amnésia so that agents:

could riot disclose secrets if captured;
and to develop a:variety of ways of”

killing and incapacitating enemies, -*- 14

PR BT RERREIFRIE 1t HFEI £

"t was once the CIA’s deepest se-"

cret. Thé public¢ did not get its first
glimpse of the mind control program ’1
until 1975, when a commission headed
by then-Vice President Nelson A. j
Rockefeller reported that’an Army..,
civilian employe—since identified as, .
Dr. Frank Olson—had committed sui-""
cide in 1953 after having been given
LSD without his knowledge: "'
The Rockefeller report provided no g
details, but in the last three years ad-
ditional 'information has seeped out. ®
In his'book, Marks pulls ‘the storv™’
" together, showing for the first time -
its scope, placing previous disclosures

“in context and filling in some of the ;

blanks. Je ¥y 0y 0 0 F
. For examplé; he reports that in the
,*1960s Dr. James Hamilton, a San!
. Francisco psychiatrist, received CIA
funds 'to conduct “clinical testing of:
" behavioral control materials” on in-:
‘mates at the California Medical Facil- |
ity at Vacaville. Although the records'
do not indicate the precise nature of
the experiments, they show that in
1967 and 1968 Hamilton spent more
than-$10.000 in -CIA-funds to pay
" yolunteers. ‘At prison pay scales, that:
_means he probably experimented on:
between 400 and 1,000 inmates. * - 4
 Marks says that in the late 1950's
the CIA paid sume—although not all
—of the expenses of Dr. Ewen Came-
ron's -unorthodox psychological pro-
grams jat- a hospital in Montreal..
-Cameron used massive electric shock
treatments combined with long peri--
ods. of sleep in an effort to ““depat-.
‘tern"”. schizophrenic patients. - "
: Aceording to Marks, the CIA's in-
terést in LSD ‘in the early 1950's
created much of the international
market for the drug. Marks speculates’
that without CIA experiments-most
of them carried out on college cam-’
puses—the drug-oriented countercul-
ture of the 1960's might never have:

staried; i
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By Eleanor Randolph
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. WASHINGTON — The Cen&al Intell®

gence Agency, which in the 1950s began
experimenting with ways-to ‘control the
mind, may have unwittingly- introduced

LSD to what became the.‘“acid gcneCrIa‘;
) "wcordmgtoanewbook by 5
critic John Marks. % '?3,3:%&?\ h

- Marks, a former Stata Department In

telligence officer;” said: in: atbook™to be
released next month:- tbaf:*the -agency

promoted and paid. for muchof the LSD- -
research that—provided “the- fi¥st acid
trips to ‘hundreds- o£ Amencan young :

people in the 1950s..

“No one at the ,agency’ apmntly fore-‘

saw_ that ‘young ' Americans” would ~ voI
untarily take the" drug - = whether for-

consciousness expansion or recreatxonal &

purposes,” Marks said. “It' would be-- ”asleep for days. or even: weeks usingi
come a supreme- irony-that the Cm’welecﬁoshock treaunentSJand-drugs.:Ae'ﬁ

search for weapons’ among” ‘drugs

would wind up: helping' to :create:- th”'"kept one woman in a sensory depriva-

wandering, \mcontrollable ‘minds-of - the .
counteraﬂh:re.’” :

E

‘\IAB-KS WHOSE book - “The Sezrch ;"’"‘ m ISD mw by the CLA and tests~

for the Manchurian Candidate!s: —--is."
named after the well-known movie- of

“"Houston- - chemist - backed 'by the. CIA
“found 2 bacterium. that destroyed “oil,

“otage French shipments of oil to Cuba.
"The idea was fo neutralize all the work-
--ing vehicles on Castro’s island. - = -+
<~ @ The CIA funded -a° prominent ‘psy-
¢~ chiatrist,” Dr. -D. Ewen Cameron, who
- was testing ways to ‘‘depattern” mental

; of McGill University in Montreal, 'Dr.

,..-.2.-...4.—.-4....

l February 1979

: ofﬁcxals became alarmed that the Sovie

ets had purchased 50 million doses of .
the hallucinogen, But the diplomatic of-

company had sold the USSR 30 doses. .

® The CIA’s chief drug research pro-
gram, MKULTRA, also -entered other
areas, 'such, as chemical sabotage. . A

and CIA agents used this'in 1967 to- sab-

mc-patients: At the Allan Memorial Institute

‘Cameron tried to wipe clean the brains
of .mental patients by .keeping - them.J

cording to Marks, Dr.’ Cameron- also

tion -“hex”” for 35 days mthout hght ]
smelI opsound. = ; > AN

P

*with hallucmogens by other military in.
. telligence. agencies contributed to two-

’_succasful
ficial who passed. on.this information -

confused milligrams with kilograms; the ~apparently kept g, Marks-wrote. i

. Marks said agency ofﬁcials bave told" " tute.’
leased 130 more boxes. of- documents Ject called ARTICHOKE was: spread-by~

.leased Marks said the asency has dxs- -such- counterculture celebntxes a8 poet

_i large extent controlled, durmg the .~ forma ‘‘‘‘ LT e

_Smtzerland. At .one pomt m IShl CIA chem, saxd the documents showed t.hat

the early 1960s, spent the last year por-: ‘» . deaths, accor to Marks and numer-.
ing over 16,000 pages of CIA' documents “** g5 other. repgﬂg They were Frank O} |
on --mind.. contro. s -He - received..them.;. = son, & CIA agent.who committed: suicide s
‘t&rtough the . Ereedom of, In!ormatxon .. several weeks after an associate slipped |
S " him a.dose of LSD; and Harold Blauer,

A spokesman for the CIA’ said Mona'ay“ - a New York pmfessxonal tennis playelN
that the agencywﬁl not comment on the " who .died -wher he .was injected. with.
book, ‘which *“¢overs mmd-contml Pro ‘“mescaline derivatives in 1953 by doctors.
grams through 1963. - SETTLIN gt the.New York State Psychxatnc Insti-

his lawyers that by Jime they will re-~ - Word of LSD research in anothér pro-
coricerning other mmd-contml pro;ects ‘such groups as the Macy Foundation—
by ths agency into the 19703. ,‘;M- -1 «¢ - which Marks says is CIA-backed—to-in-
: TR tellectuals in the mid-’ and late 1950s.

closed that: . Allan’ Ginsberg and' Ken ‘Kesey ‘recéived

The CIA carefully watched and to - LSD. through research pro)ects in. Cah-

19508 and 19609 the productxon of LSD— . ‘\darks, who coauthor;xf ?heavﬂy cen—
lysergic acid diethylamide—by the com-- " sored’ book, “#The.CIA" and-the Cult of
pany that originated-the drug, Sandoz of Intelhgence" with ex-agent. Victor, Mar-

\

ie in LSD researciz?toz‘al

even extreme eiforts at:bramwasmng 4

|
and mind contml;o ia: ‘have been un-

AR j:';-;r

“So far-at Iast‘ the’ buman spmt has !

“That—if anything—is the. saving grace. 1
of the mind-controk, campaign.'” -7 -

IO~ A

Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8



Approved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8
'~ THE WASHINGTON POST

Article appeared 30 January 1979

on page B-6

T Tate News Special- 3]

. “ABC. - News - (losenp—Mission:|
Mind iControl.” Features. interviews
'with fotmer intelligence officials- and
,consultants “to ,the:ClA  and ‘other|
agencxes‘asfweu as:the- “unthtmg vie-
tims” of truth drug.and.mind-control
experimentation by} the»gowmment
over the past,30 years.- T,,} TR
TthO-minute program.also pmbesi
two cases that resulted in deaths. Con-
sultant toABC-News for the show was
John Marks, author of the forthcom
ing: book;:.4The:Search:forsthe-Man-
churian . Candidate: The CIA and
Mind Control” (Channel 7, 11: 30). 50
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f-af or ‘shar
WEN 1 L0Mming

Washington (Ne ew3 Rures 1) e—
CIA Director Stansfield Turner

Zaia ;‘.f

_disclosed yesterday that his agen-

"¢y has obtaincd a cony of a tape-
recording purpoting to contain in-
structions frorn Shah Mohaniinad
Reza Pahlavi to his army to fo-

ment a civil war in Tran as a means-

for him to return to power..;¢<=
~_In an interview; Turner declined to
discuss whether the CIA had concluded
. that the ~tape -— broadcast on Los
Angeles television—~ station ~KNXT

..ednesday night” — actually contained

the voice of the: shah: ,0r Was a cleverly
doctored fake. :

* The voice-on “the l}mnute tape —
which KNXT said had been verified as
that of the shah by -three "experts oun
“voiceprints” -— sald that by “creating
hostility and hatred between the army
and the people, by ordering the soldiars
to shoot freely-:.. we . shall gradually
proceed to shore up our powers.”

Karl Fleming of KNXT said that he
had been told that a participant at a
meating with the shah in Tehran a few
weeks ago had secretly taped the meet-
‘ing and forwarded the tape to Ayatol-
iah Ritholliah Khomeini in Paris. It was
then ziven to Khomeini’s follow=rs, who
visited several major news outlets a few
weeks ago. Only XNXT concluded that
the voxce on the tape was really the
Sha 4 e ..

If the tape is authenun it may
present new problems for the. CIA,
which has been criticized for falhnc to
predict the turmoil in Iran. . [

There is considerable d.spute amond

audio experts as-to.the validity of the :

tape. "According to -ome source, while
KNXT’s experts vouched for the au-
thenticity of the tape, citing voiceprints

ar_ld other technical means,. experts
pired by other’ news. ~orgamzatlons.
thouOht it doubtful : )
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.some countries the regime might think

25 years ago.:. - ¢

- that the U.S. had helped in. the shah'

" - tape == that 2 KIA agent had attended-:
. the taped meeting. Tha CIA was not:.
_mentioned on the ¢ape. ...z pimigs o

new

2

ent on 1ape |

- Skanlﬂeld Turnc
y Say: CIA has tape

. T‘rner declined to discuss xthe Ira
ian situation in detail. He did say that,
generally, the agency realizes that in

CIA conversations with the opposttion
mean the U.S. is trymv to overthrow
the government. - . Tt Ty
* Turner did not say hn ‘was talking _
about Iran where the CIAdid help the ~
shah overthrow tha"MOSaade"h revme

PR

The shah reportedly-saldv on the tape j

effort to suppress the rebellion.
Fleming told The News of an uncon-
firmed. report — not discussed oa the -
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Homé Thoughts from Abroad

A “vacationing” Shah puts the blame on Jimmy Carter

ar from the madding crowds of Teh-

ran, the Shah whiled away the sec-
ond week of a “vacation” that many ex-
pect will evolve into permaanent exile. Part
of the week was spent absorbing touristy
distractions in Egypt and Morocco. But
his major occupation was reflecting on
events in Iran, and deciding on his own fu-
ture course. )

In an abrupt change of plans, the Shah
apparently will not be visiting the US,,
even though Washington had already ar-
ranged special security measures for him
at the Palm Springs, Calif., estate of Mil-

Egyptian First Lady Jihan Sadat {left) and Shah visiting temple of Philae near Aswan

toast at the Niavaran Palace in 1977, the
Shah claims that he was subsequently
plagued by continued sniping from Wash-
ington. As the crisis worsened, the Shah
was made to feel unsure about U.S. sup-
port if he took strong action to control
the disorders. His failure to act decisively
encouraged his opposition in the belief
that he was vulnerable; his belated grant-
ing of concessions was perceived as weak-
ness. Ultimately, the Shah contends,
Washington attemp to force his abdi-

cation. When he refused to step down,

the CIA was ordered to undermine him.

e

Time 1o adjust 10 events, assess blame for what happened, and hope for another chance.

lionaire Publisher Walter H. Annenberg.
One reason given was that the Shah want-
ed to stay near Iran until the consequenc-
es of the Ayatullah Khomeini’s return
home became clear; if events went against
the Shah, he might then take up residence
somewhere in Europe. Privately, the Shah
fears that he might be treated in the U.S.
as a rich refugee rather than a visiting
head of state. He also believes that he
would be politically compromised by flee-
ing to the U.S. More than that, he is soout-
raged by what he feels was the betrayal
of the Carter Administration that he has
no wish to seek sanctuary in the US,, a
country that, in his view, helped force him
off his throne.

The Shah directly blames President
Carter for the collapse of Iran. He told
one high-ranking foreign visitor, TIME
has learned, that he was appalled by Car-
ter's staternent that the US. no longer
needs a policeman in the Persian Gulf. Al-
though the President pledged the Shah
undying brotherhood in2 New Year’s Eve

American ineptness, the Shah also
complains, applies not only to Iran but to
the entire Middle East. In one conver-
sation with Egyptian President Anwar
Sadat at Aswan, the Shah spread out a se~
ries of maps to prove that “the Amer-
icaps do not grasp the dimension of So-
viet moves throughout the area.” Later,
addressing a joint session of the Egyptian
and Sudanese parliaments in Khartourn,
Sadat inserted a sword-rattling reference
to Soviet “conspiracies in the dark”
around the Horn of Africa. Aides said that
Sadat had been prompted by the Shah’s
remarks.

In Egypt, where the Shah had flown
his Boeing 707 jet after leaving Tehran,
Sadat was a gracious host. He and his
wife Jihan flew in planeloads of guests
for formal dinners at Aswan’s Oberoi Ho-
tel in honor of the Shah and his glam-
orous, chain-smoking Empress Farah. By
day the royal couple toured the nearby
temples of Philae and listened politely to
lectures on Egyptian archaeology. Sadat

A‘.\,HCL;_ABQrgved For Release 2009/04/27 : CIA-RDP05S00620R000501340001-8
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saw the Shah off to Morocco, on the next
leg of his hastily drawn itinerary, with a
kiss on each cheek and a 16-gun salute.

The welcome in Marrakesh, winter
capital of King Hassan II, was notice-
ably less effusive. Hassan, fearful of pro- |
voking dissidents at home and angering .
radical Arab neighbors by consorting with '
a pariah, had reluctantly invited the Shah ;
to visit him for a day or two of *“‘con-!
ferences.” The press was barred from cov- |
ering the royal arrival, and the Shah was |
whisked off to a palatial but isolated guest
house called Jinan al-Kabir (the big gar-
den), hidden by arange, olive and date
trees in the immense palm grove that
surrounds Marrakesh. Moroccan officials |
were dismayed when the Shah arranged
for his four children to fly in from
Texas, and when members of the Irani-
an entourage hinted that the Shah's “day
or two” might stretch into an indefinite
stay. -
The Shah mads no public appear-
ances in Morocco, maore at his host’s in-
sistence than his own. The local press
was commanded to ignore the royal vis-
itor. At the urging of foreign newsmen.
the couple appeared for an informal pic-
ture session, at which mint tea, almond
milk, and cookies were served. At first
the Shah, natty in gray-slacks and biue
blazer, greeted the press wanly. He
cheered visibly after spotting several old
acquaintances among the correspondents.
But Moroccan security guards shooed the
reporters away before a full-scale press
conference could develop.

n Marrakesh, as in Aswan, the deposed

monarch appeared to be slawly adjust-
ing to events. He still seemed to suffer pe-
riods of uncertainty and depression, but
insisted that he was “relaxed and well”
and in no need of a2 major medical check-
up. Between scheduled activities, he read |
newspapers, listened to radio reports and
took long walks.

In moments of introspection, observ-
ers say, the Shah becomes particularly
angry at the aides who surrounded him.
Out of misguided loyalty, he now senses,
they shielded him from reality. “My ad-
visers built a wall between myself and my
people,” the Shah bitterly told Sadat at
Aswan. “I didn’t realize what was hap-
pening. When I woke up, I had lost my
people. Don't let that happen to you.”

What surprises listeners most about
the Shah is his belief that he can still go
home again. The Ayatullah Khomeini,
in his view, is a crazed man, a traosi-
tory figure. A successful military coup is
unlikely, since junior officers and most;
of the army would not support it. The!
Bakhtiar government has no popular base |
and is bound to fail. The prognosis, then, l
is chaos; the only solution is the Shah..
After all, the tide of history turned against |
him with unexpected swiflness; it could |
as swiftly turn in his favor. “I deserve,
another chance,” he says. “And if I get
it, my people will not regret it.” =

'
i
‘

[}
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Moscow GamblesinIran }
' . Surprised by the Turmoil on Its Southeri; Border,:{— e
~ Soviet Sides With Moslems in Belief They’ll Win -~ |

- s

MOSCOW, Jan. 26— If the Soviet Union |
emerges with increased influence in Iran
after the struggle between opponents and
supporters of Shah Mohammed Riza
Pahlevi is over, it will be through little ef-
‘ortof its own. . .o

Even as an imperfect mir-

News -
" Analysis

flected the Kremlin's con-
siderable indecision over the
last three months- about
where events in Iran 'were

moving and whom the Soviet Union
. shouidback. - .~ .

Only now is it clear that Moscow has
decided that the Shah is finished and is’
gambling that the key leader in the im-
mediate future will not be Prime Minister
Shahpur Bakhtiar but rather the exiled
Mosiem leader; “Ayatollah ' Ruhollah
Khomeini.. - S

The Russians seem as surprised as the
Americans at the explosion of resentment
and opposition that drove the Shah from |
his country last week. The Russians also
seem to be maneuvering into a position
that will give them bope of being on
friendly terms with the Ayatollah if he be.
comes Iran's dominant figure. )

Their Good Neighbor the Shah

For months, the Soviet press treated
the enlarging protest as a passing social
phenomenon — justified .resentment
against capitalist exploitation, perhaps,-
but not the fault of their good neighbor-
the Shah: ¢ : ’ :

It was not until early December, well
after the-opposition to the Shah had |
reached the critical point, that the officialk]
Soviet press began reporting that he had
fallenintodisfavorathome. - .- { a2

It was not until Dec. 29 that Moscow |
radio’s Persian-language propaganda i
broadeasts to Iran began reporting that !
the Shah had become the-target of the
rioters. Loe T T

And it was not until Wednesday — a

ror, the Soviet press has re- ] .

-also capable of intervening, Izvestia
. noted on Jan. 5 that Soviet-Iranian rela-
: tions were still governed by
_Persian treaty of Feb. 26, 1921.

week after the Shah’s departure — that'
Izvestia, the Government .newspaper.
here, made the final break and de-!
nounced the Shah as a corrupt dictator:
who had brutally repressed his people. <

Shivering for Lack of Gas

“The Shah of Shahs,” it said, wasl
“‘propped up for many years by Ameri-j]
can doliars.” And, it could have added;¥
by trade and economic agreements with-
the Soviet Union. Deprived of their nor-
mal supplies of Iranian natural gas,

Soviet Azerbaijan and Armenia are-
shivering this winter. v

. Mz

By CRAIG R. WHITNEY -
. Special to The New York Times .
Thedegree to which the Kremlin prized
stability over subjugation in Iran- has.
been obscured recently in its public pos-
turing; On Nov. 19, the Soviet leader, Leo-
nid I. Brezhnev, warned against “outside
interference, especially military interfer.
ence,” in Lrmp.by the United States.

This ménth;the dominant theme in the
Soviet press has been the supposed threat
of an. American-supported coup by the
Shah’s" army, and as if to remind the
United States that the Soviet Union was

the Soviet-

- "AReminder,Nota Warning

He did not say, and Soviet press reports
have not pointed out, that the treaty pro-
vides that “Russia shall have the right to
advance her troops inta the Persian in-
terior for the purpose of carrying out the
military operations necessary for its de-
fense” if “‘a third party should attempt to
carry out a policy of usurpation by means
of ‘armed intervention in Persia, or-if
such power shouid desire to use such

. Thé impression. has been fostered |

!

e No Evidence of Agitation 1
abroad.that all Itairlistens breathlessly |
for its® daily instructions. from. Soviet :
radio, which broadcasts 45.minutes a |
day. . A o leuma -

But a recent Western intelligence re.
port noted that there is no evidence that
the broadcasts incited Iranians to Vio—
lence. ‘*“No material has been moni-} .
tored,”” "the report said, ‘‘providing in-{ *
structions on organization of demonstra.
“tions, lessons in the manufacture of guer-
rilla weapons, or other guidance of that
nature.”” e e

The Baku radio called on Iranian sol-
diers this week to establish ““revolution-
ary councils’’ and resist ‘“‘treachery” by
their commanders. But the outlawed Ira-
nian Communist Party’s call for .an
“‘armed struggie” against the Bakhtiar
“Government was not even mentioned.

Moscow’s activities in Iran cannot be
determined here. But the best-informed
Western diplomats do not believe the
Russians stirred up the trouble that
brought down the Shah. The official
Soviet position seéms to be one of accept-
ance. A reading of the situation in
December apparently persuaded the

territory as a base of operations against
Russia.” v

.Soviet officials have also raised the
point, almost academically, in private
talks with American journalists here. -
. “The general feeling around town,” a
Western diplomat said; ‘“‘is that these
references are not a warning but a sort of
reminder that the United States is not the-
only- country with formal interests in
Iran. It’s not taken as a real threat to in-
tervene with Soviet troops, even indirect-
ly. - : LB e -

- To.the United States, the most offen-
sive aspect of recent Soviet propaganda’

is 1ts anti-Americanism. Reports on Mos-{ _

cow radio, in the Moscow press,’and on.a
clandestine Persian-language ‘‘National
Voice of Iran” beamed from Baku in|
Soviet-Azerbaijan have accused.the Cen-,
tral Intelligence Agency of sending i

scores of agents to try and prop up the
Shah, and have also:charged United

States Army generals with conspiring in'

a coup to restore him. .

The American Embassy here protested
that Soviet news accounts were misrepre-
senting United States policy, and diplo-

mats said. the clandestine_radio. broad-

cast$ to Iran from Baku were “inflamma-

forance, -7

W

A

1 leader will remain in Moscow’s
tory.”” But the Soviet press hascontinued:| graces
to highlight supposed:-United States inter- nage

v i F aspirations.’”” Whatever the Kremlin does

Soviet leaders that no one could reverse
the tide against the Shah, so they have
ridden with it. .
Siding With Eventual Winner .
Now they have gambled that the Aya. |
tollah will eventually win. Retigion S'
hardly occupies a privileged position in |
the atheistic Soviet state, and the roots of :
the Ayatollah’s Shiite Islam have with-
i.ered in the segion near Iran after yearsof
Marxist drought. . . - )
.- -Yet even the local press there began
- last week to praise the Ayatollah for his
years of battle against-“imperialism’
and for social justicein Iran. R
On Wednesday, the Soviet youth news-
paper, Komsomolskaya Pravda, pub- !
. lished an analysis that took the final step |
and gave official blessing to the religious
movement in Iran as a key element in the
Shah’s overthrow. - .. et -
The Ayatollah, the paper said in col.
umns otherwise reserved for denuncia.
tions of religious superstition among
Soviet youth, “has botdly thrown down a
challenge to tyranny and foreign dicta-
torship that expresses the wishes and as.
pirations of the Iranian le.”” .
How long the 78-yearold Moslem

A -

probably depends on how long he
| manages to embody these “‘wishes and

i to influence the course of the movement -
| against the Shah, up to now it seems. to ;
j have had little more influence than the

} UnitedStates. . =~ >~ .- -
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“Most Americans. Ordez‘ed b

10,000 to Fly Out
As Trouble Mounts - |

By Jim Hoagland |

Washingion Post Btaff Writer ‘

The United States yesterday or- |

dered its citizens to leave Iran im-:
mediately, as concern mounted in:
Washington over. signs that disci- |
pline aid command structure is
beginning to crumble in the Iran-

ian military.

In the largest and most dramatxc
movement of U.S. personnel since
the evacuation of Saigon in April 1973.
the State Department authorized the |
U.S. embassy in Tehran to order
almost all of the- estimated . 10,000
Americans still in Iran to leave
“‘ltemporarily at.the earliest feasible |

ace

Iranian soldxers are desertmg tben'
units in_increasing numbers, accord-
inz 10 1nteiligence reports rggghmg
the State nggnt. Losses previ- |
ously counted in dozens are reachmg i
hundreds from some units..

In an incident that deeply concerns ;
the Carter administration, Iranian
forces acting on their own have ban- -
ned U.S. advisers from entering an
Iranian air base where highly sophistz-
cated F14 fighters are located, State |
Department workmg groups have
been told.

- The administration is not only con-
cerned over a potential breakdown in
the Iranian command structure,.but
also that one. of the 78 Iranian-owned
F14 righters and its advanced Phoe-
nix missiles could fall into Soviet
hands unless stringent security pre-
cautions are maintained. . _

Deputy Under Secretary of State
Ben H. Read, who headed the Iran
working group subcommittee that re-
viewed the evacuation order issued
vesterday, confirmed that the growing
number of army desertions had heen

“one of many xactors" that went into
the decision.. -- -. S,

Read also saxd that a “slowly in-
creasing number of incidents” involw
ing violence directed at Americans
had figured prominently in the talks
over the order, which had been under
discussion in exchanges - between

Washington and the embassy in Teh-
ran “for weeks.” o

Portraying the move as “a cumula-
tive decision” that was not triggered
by specific incidents of the past fesr
days or because of fears of immediate
new _viclence, " State - Departmen:

THE WASHINGTON POST
31 January 1979

To Leave Iran

spokesman Hodding Carter said the !
order was issued because of “the un- .
certain security situation” in Iran, i

Other U.S. officials acknowledged, |

however, that the move would be!

gwido:l‘y seen as an open statement of | i
declining confidence in the ability of '
"the government of Prime Mxmster‘
‘Shahpour Bakhtiar to restore order as |
‘he faces the promised return this’
week of Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini ;
from exile.

The evacuation order was also the |
‘most convincing evidence yet of the !
sharp decline of American ability to
influence events in a country that, un-
til a few months ago, was considered
the strongest pillar for Western inter-
ests in the Persian Gulf and Indian
Ocean regions.

Until October, roughly 45,000 Amer-
icans had .been drawn to Iran’s oil-
fields, factories and military bases.
But as the social and political protests
that drove Shah JMohammad Reza
Pahlavi from his throne this month ’
began - ‘to mount, U.S.. companies
started pulling out dependents and
many workers. -

In contrast to the sharp debate
within the administration over a De-
cember decision to authorize govern-
ment payment- for official US de-
pendents to leave Iran—at a time
when the White House wanted to do
‘nothing that indicated a lack of confi-
dence in the shah—yesterday’s deci-
sion was reached without dissent, ac-
eording to several State.Department
officials. . .

Bakhtiar was mformed Monday that
the announcement would be made,
Carter said. He delinied to character-
ize the prime minister’s reaction to
the politically sensitive  decision,
which may trigger sumlar moves by
European countries.

The 10000 Americans stﬂl 1n Iran
include 880 military advisers, 267 of
whom have been deciared nonessen-
tial and who will be leaving, Carter
said. A Defense Department spokes-
man said that earlier this month the
Pentagon began not sending replace-
ments for service personnel whose
tours of duty were finished.

Carter emphasized that U. S. com-
panies should bring their employes
back, since few were able to work in
the severely disrupted Iranian econ-
omy. He saig that about half of the ;
U.S. civilians in Iran are expected to |

|

depart on regular commercial flights |
or charters in the next few days.

"

Carter sidestepped questions on
whether the administration had re- |

ceived assurances from the Bakhtiar !
government that it would keep the -
country’s airports openr long enough '
to permit the evacuation. The govern- |
ment closed all airports for the past I
week to keep Khomeini out, and the |
~ dirfields were reopened only hours be- :
" fore the embassy announcement of
the evacuation was made in Tehran, ‘

v Four U.S. consulates outside Tehran
:will continue to operate, the State De-
partment said, although the total of'
144 U.S. embassy personnel and de-,
pendents will be pared.

Defense contractors are moving’
quickly to airlift out their employes.
Grumman Aerospace Corp. and Beil
Helicopter are to send charter flights
today into Isfahan, where anti-Ameri-
can sentiment is reportedly growing
more violent each day. Reports that
the companies are also preparing ef-
forts to evacuate helicopters and oth-
er equipment on lease to the U.S.
government or to Iran could not be:
conhrmed immediately.

Defense Department spokesman
‘Tom Ross told reporters yesterday
that none of the F1l4s owned by Iran
has been removed from that country, ;
and Defense Secretary Harold Brown |
said Monday that he was satistied that
there was adequate security tor S0~
phisticated weapous in Iran. .

Under existing agreementx, how-
ever, the Iranian government is totally
respounsible for the security of the
bases on which the Fl4s are located.
The agreements require the Iranians
to establish stringent security meas.
ures, but some U.S. offictals fear that
the administration has no effective
way of making the Iranians obsen e
those agreements to the letter
light of the continuinng radical
changes occurring there. :
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- Khomeini is the future in Iran

By Richard Falk

Developments in Iran over the past
year have been viewed with alarm
by most Americans. Our friend, the:
Shah, has been driven from Itan and
the leader of the opposition, Ayatol-
lah Khomeini, is widely perceived as |
anti-American and politically dan-
gerous. . o

Khomeini has been variously por-
trayed to the American public as “a-
religious fanatic,” “a xenophobic
nationalist,” or even as “a theocrau'c'
fascist.” } ,

Having just returned from Iran
and Paris, with an opportunity to
meet many of the leading figures in
the opposition movement, inciuding
Khomeini, I'am convinced that the
American public. is being misled
about what is taking place inIran. -

To begin  with, we have ap-
proached the explosive events in
iran without any proper perspective.
Taken by surprise at the depth and.
breadth of the Khomeini-led move-
ment we have only begun very re-
cently to acknowledge its power and
likely capacity to shape the political
futureoflran. -~ . - .- -

Even the American Ambassador in
Tehran, William Suilivan, now ac-
knowledges that the Khomeini.
movement “. . . is a genuine revolu-
tion.” - -

The prime mipistry of Shahpur
Bakhtiar seems doomed to early fail-
ure. Bakhtiar has been unable to win_
any popular following, nor is he able
to assert any civil authority. It was
Khomeini's initiative that restored
oil production up to the level of
domestic needs, drawing sharply for
Iranians the - distifction between

formal and effective political power.

Whether-fairly or not, Bakhtiar is
seen as tainted by owing his appoint-
ment to the Shah and by being the
choice of the American Embassy. -

The military is all that hoids back
the Khomeini tide, and more precise-
ly, the upper echelons of the mili-
tary together with such elite units as
the Imperial Guard. The bulk of the
regular army consists of conscripts
who seem increasingly reluctant to
shoot fellow Iranians. R

Evidence also suggests that most |
junior officers are now ready to
abandon the generals in a show.
down. .

On the other hand, the generals
remain dangerous. “They're like a
wounded animal,” according to Sulli-
van, and still capable of causing a lot
of bloodshed by turning battlefield
Weaponry on. unarmed crowds of
civilians. | ‘

In effect, the Shah turned the mili-
tary loose on the movement in the
autumn months of 1978, perhaps
‘most dramatically on Bloody Friday
(last Sep. 8) when soidiers and heli-
copter gunships ‘fired at large
crowds of unarmed demonstrators
inflicting numerous casualties, in-
cluding perhaps as many as 3,000
deaths. o -
Indeed, it is this failure by the’
military to beat down the opposition -
despite its calculated tactics of over
reaction that needs to be noticed and
explained. The perseverance of the.
Iranian people with their unarmed
struggle is a powerful expression of
popular motivation and discipline.
-.. When more than one million peo~

" +*"can point of view. The Khomeini -

‘ple march in enthusiastic unison,
despite some continning threat of !
attack by the army, as has been the |
case several times recently in Teh-
Tan, we have overwhelming evi-|
dence of a popular mandate. -
Our most sober middle class con- |
tacts'in Iran agreed that 99 percent |
of the Iranian people supported the !
minimum goals of the Khomeini
revolution. Some estimated that the|
Shah’s remaining core of support|
had narrowed to 5,000. : .
The numbers are not important,[
except to accent thé noint that to
oppose. such a mobilized popular|
movement at this stage would be!
both foolish and could only be done|
by relying on an ever greater scale’
of governmental terror, which
would drive the opposition toward
armed struggle and might discredit:
the Khomeini leadership and put the,
movement in Communist hands, - .
Vital also is the realization that the;
Khomeini movement is the first!
Third World revolution that oww‘
nothing to Western inspiration. The
movement in Iran is completely in-|
digenous, owing its energy, depth,
land Specific character to Shi’ite Is-
am. . f
So far the United States has failed |
to relate positively to developments'
in Iran. The Shah was brought back
to his throne in 1953 with CIA help
and kept there eversince.
. Every Iranian man, woman, and
child is aware of this US, govern..
ment role, and resents it deeply.

Khomeini told us that he still be-
lieves the CIA 1s involved with the
geneﬁ?, that it 15 only .Z_mencan'
Support that props up alar, and:
that “it is ontside interference that'

Keeps the sitnation dangerous for!
our movement.” But Kéomexm is)

quick to add that “it is not too late;

for the American people to realize!

1

what has happened in Iran and for |
friendship to develop between our |
two countries.” :

Of course, friendship will presup-
pose mutual ‘respect and genuine |
non-interference, that is, something -
quite new in Iranian-American rela-
tions. -+ - : |

I think none of these earlier poli- |
cles made much sense for fran, given |
its own needs and priorites.

But all is not lost from an Ameri-

movement is especially alert to its :
Deed to be secure against the Soviet !
Union. The Russians and- British
preceded the American role in Iran,
and there is a real concern; even at
this stage, to avoid losing their victo- -
Iy over foreign domination by allow-
ing Soviet influence to supplant that
of the Americans. . :
Furthermore, American - policy-
makers should in a sense welcome a
strong anti-Communist movement in !
the Third World, especially if its |
priorities center on alleviating the
miseries of its impoverished mass.
And finally, there is every indica- |
tion from Khomeini's economic !
advisers, of an intention to continue
to produce oil for the world market, {

We have a real challenge directed
at the Carter Administration. It calls
for courage and a proper explana-
tion to the American people. Past
errors need to be admitted, and the .
new reality accepted as an expres-
sion of the overwhelming will of the
Iranian people. .

I think there are reasons to be -
hopeful about a‘ Khomeini govern. -
ment. Its political program is likely-
to be a mirror reflection of what the -
Shah'’s regime has done. All the aya--
tollahs emphasize the Shi‘ite com.-
mitment to social justice as the es-.
sence of good government.

It may be especially fortunate that--i
Medhi Bazargon, leading candidate
to be Khomeini’s Prime Minister, -
has been prominently identified B
with the work of the Iranian Human =
Rights Committee. This committee.
worked courageously and effectively .[
under exceedingly severe restraints, A

PRI
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Finally, it. remains to be seen
whether a new government in Teh-;
ran can liquidate its dependance on
the United States without succumbs'
ing to Soviet domination. These are
imponderables that cloud the future. |

At least, Khomeini offers great|
hope to a population yoked for a long!
period to cruel tyranny. And the idea '
of a religious, non-Marxist, social |
revolution that builds on indigenous:
Strength has great potential for the;
peoples of the world currently deep-
ly disillusioned by both Soviet-styie :
socialism and Western-style capital-j

Asm. . AR T T M T Y M v e s ord

¥ (Richard A Falk is"Albert G. Mir-}
bank professor of International Law'
and Practice at Princeton University.
He.is alsa chairperson of the US.
Peoples Committee on . Iran. He re-
cently completed a fact-finding tcmrI
of Iran, along with former Attorney
General Ramsey Clark and Don Luce

of Clergy and Laity Concerned, an

inter-faith peace organization) .
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. yet also consistently supply oil to Israel. His Arab

7 in the most bitter of Arab-Israeli controversies..* -

Down with the shah! .t

Long live the shah! seia

The confusing signals from Iran in the past.
mounths confuse still. | TN

The shah of Iran, who
believed that his dynasty -
would last for generations, ..
was only a few. short ..
"months ago viewed as one--
of the most stable Ameri.-
can allies in the Middle '
East or in any other part
of the world. Viewed, too,
in that light by others. Is-:-
rael has for years received 7=
a steady supply of oil from ;
Iran, though officials from Iran and Israel both.:
did not often talk about the arrangement, ‘sup-+]
ply of oil uninterrupted even by the- clashes in.
battle in the Middle East. The shah in a.word felt
secure enough on the Peacock throne:-to maintain:
his solidarity and ties with the Arab world and

neighbors in fact also considered the shah secure -
in this fashion, never challenging his actions even "}

Today? The shah bas left Iran and the Pea-
cock throne, probably never to return, probably to

live in Egypt or the United States for an indefi- -
nite period. LInTT T

A white-haired old religious man living in | .

the outskirts of Paris-can virtually dominate the
public turmeil in Iran by what be says-or what he
does not say. R T
The army in Iran can continue seemingly to™]
be loyal to the shah and yet be helpless to main--
tain order or rhaintain the shah in power. .- °°"
The squares in the cities of Iran are scenes
of oped warfare. Soldiers and civilians exchange 4
gunifire casually, sometimes trying to kill, some- _
times visibly shooting over people’s heads. There
are scepes oa television of other religious men,
not the white-haired leader™in Paris; moving -
through crowds in an effort.to make peace. There:
was one scene-on the television- news- of; a- group:
of peacemakers locking-arms across-an entire:
square and trying to keep soldiers and: civilians .
a commn AT spesnied s e At T RA T 2ORLE
Americans find it hard to make much of a:
consistent pattern from all of this. The. shah is: ]
criticized vigorously both for being a man of the-y
old world and one of the new. He ruled his own +
country -apparently in-autocratic: fashion; without
an overly nice sense of-the way secret :police
should bebave or .how youw._handle political
enemies. He also struggled to bring his: nation;:
virtually a feudal society. in many ways, into the

modern world. Some of the shah’s most. bitter

[T TR

THE ATLANTA CONSTITUTION
31 January 1979

“Failure Of Intelligence In

A - - ~

critics cons

-33:&’?% :fj

. " o
ider his highest crirzes to'be elevating

the status of womea in Iran and permittit gueh

works of the devil as movie theaters. Put al_l that |
aside for a moment. The politics of Iran, of a
changing society, one in transition between an old

culture -and~ whatever- form its tomorrows may
take, are hard enough even for Iranians them-
selves to fathom. The most disturbing aspect of
the turmoil- in Iran for Americans may be to

‘some extent the failure of American' intelligence

sources really to understand what was going o,

It was just ope year ago that President
Jimmy Carter visited Iran and toasted the shah in
the highest terms, asserting how the shah’s gov-
ernment made for stability in his own country
.and in the region and praising the shah for the
love and affection in which he was held by the
people of Iran. The comments by Carter appear
ludicrous 12 months later. More disturbing, offi-
_cials of the National Security Council were insist-
ing as recently as two months ago that the shah
could and. would maintain power in Iran. Good
intelligence amounts simply to good information,
not a question of pro or con anything, but supply
a reasonable understanding of the factors in a
situation. How could American intelligence have
_ been so totally and incredibly blind in the unfold-
ing turmoil in Iran? S [ O

'y . . o
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;4 Voice Identified as Shah’s
Says Civil War to His Benefit

T"LOS ANGELES. Jan. 31 (&P) — A
voue identified as that of the shah of
Iran savs in a secretly recorded con-
versation that his advisers should see
that civil war is started to ensure the
Ssurvival of his reign, a Los Angeles
television station said today in a copy-
right story.

- Station KNXT said it obtained the
tape, also broadcast sn CBS, from a
dissident Iranian student it did not
.identify. The recordmg v;vas_m Far51
the language of Iran.v - go

i*The voice on the la-mmufe tape has'-

Been verified by three top voice-iden-
tification experts as that.of Shah Mo-
hammad Reza Pahlavi, according Lo
JCNXT. The station said the tape wa

of a meeting between the shah and ~-these recent mishaps.

zroup of his advisers- “within days”...
before he left Iran two weens ago.. .
.-One of the e‘cperts consulted by

pert at the UCLA Phoneties Labora- =

‘tory. He told XNXT the voice on th2
fape is the same as that on known re-
ordmgs of the shah’s voice.

i would say that in a cour* of law,

.ahd I would say it if somebody’s lie -

depended on it,” Papcun tol? KNXT.

. KNXT ‘said-the recording’s: quality .

“was good “once you got the hum out

of it,” and that it found 1o evidence it
had been edited or tampered with.

By stirring up a war, the voice said
on the tape, he hoped to gain "time. to
consolidate his forces and return to. -
total power.

KNXT said the person purported to
be the shah also condemned his secret
police for not- being brutal” enough.
That police force, known by the ab-
breviation SAVAK, has been ecriti-

<ized by antishairforces- A% bavmg “» cases as an expertin voice. 1dentif1ca-

Ibrutahzed Iranian citizens. - o
-« And the speaker vowed. that a new
;ecunty force would be created that
-fvould never again- allow the Iranian-
-people any freedom.”
b * «“Through creating- hostility "and ha-
,zred between the army and the people
*by ordering the -soldiers to shoot |
freely and Kkill, you could throw these
two weighty forces against each other.
A long civil war, thus created, will
gain us enough time during which we
could devise countermeasures, per- i
haps by introducing 'a government |
which would. appear to: some extent
acceptable to the- people ” sald the‘
recorded voice...

m...- v -

_riences, we shall gradually proceed— |
_God willing—to shore up our powers.

.. ple any chance even for the slightest
" moment for a spark of enhghtenment, +

‘ ,IL\ XT was George Papcun,a voice ex- - for that matter.” .-

~ sary to rid the army of all dissenters:-

-, stitute of Voice Identification at Mich-
‘igan State, and head of the Interna-

= confirmed by Robert Clark, a private.

A 31"‘"' .

~ worked for the Los Angeles Police De-

1 February 1979

RS ‘1:'.-,

The speaker continued: “In this
manner, and in light of acquired expe-

“I mean,, people should not be al-
lowed too much freedom, as they
proved they did not deserve this bless-
ing which I had granted.”

- Later, talking about SAVAK, the
speaker added: “We will create a
more extensive security force to re-
__Pplace the SAVAK. Because, in spite of
" all our ‘orders to the former chiefs of*
" this.organization to arrest and elimi- |
nate all those who. oppose the mon--
- archy, we have been witnessing the in-
creasing growth and consolidation of
. these very forces which caused all of

7 “This time, we won’t allow the peo-

The taped voice said “a thorough
purge” of the army would be neces-

“We should also secure the favor
and loyalty of the remainder of the
army, especially through the financial
means, We must extend our favors to
them and pretend that our interests
and theirs are one, and tat the people
are’ their enemies.”

Dr. Oscar L. Tosi, director of the In-

tional Association of Voice Identifica-

tion, bevan analyzmg the tapes WIon- |
day. - o
Asked how certam he was of his re-
search on the tape, Tosi told KNXT:
“I could send somebody to the [elee-
tric] chair on this evidence.” He said
he has testified in more than 40 court.

tlon
*The station saxd the 1dent.1ty of the
_ person speaking on the tape was also -

investigator in Los Angeles who has 1

partment and for private mdustry -
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Shah Urged Milifary 1o Unleash |
Prolonged Civil War, T

" yerified that the voice was that of the

New York Times News Service T

In a tape purporting to record the
final remarks of Shah Mohammed .
Reza Pahlavi of Iran to top military
leaders just before he left the country
Jan. 16, the Iranian army was urged to
“create a prolonged civil war'"to give
the shah an opportunity to return and
regain power. D et -

A copy of the tape of the purported .
secret speech was given to The. New.
vork Times, which has not yet au-
thenticated it, by Bahman §holevar,

council of the Iranian National Front
in the United States. The front op-.
poses the shah. Sholevar also:
vided two transcripts, one a transla-
tion into English. . - s .mi
Copies of the tape also were_
distributed to other news organiza--
tions. One-of them, CBS, said last
night that three voice experts had

e -

pro- . .thenticate-the
_ ment official sa
. department had. no knowledge that
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1 February 1979

shah. Sholevar said the tape had come
indirectly from an Iranian general
who said he had received the tape and
identified the voice asthe shah’s.

-

| SINCE IT REVIEWED a copy of the

- tape Saturday, The Times has made

several attempts to veri

language, was indeed that of the shah.
_Two ranking diplomats at the Iranian
"embassy here said that'the voice

A } ; could be that of the shah, but they"
an Iranian member of the executive~ could not be certain. Tl ”

tate Dépanment A

- o

Officials of the S
. and.the CIA declined to attempt to au-
tape. A-State Depart-
id last night that the

any such speech had been made. *
The points expressed in the pur-
ported speech, said to have been made

.the week before the shah and his-

fy that the:
. voice, which spoke Farsi, the Persian

ape Claims

- lice.” i
. ®A purge o

! hold of the power again, graduaily.”

o

. . ments.”

. speech bega

H
i

family left Iran, included the follow-
ing: - :

o A state of civil war should be created
“to give us an adequate opportunity to |
bring to power a government that is |
in some degree acceptable by the peo- |
ple, so that, God willing, we may take

|
I
|
\
‘
|

_eSavak, Iran’s secret police, will be re-
‘placed by a “more extensive secret po-
f the army:is needed “to
clean the army-of dissatisfied ele-
Ttat. AT .t e N ".-'\"; .

ding to the transcript, the
n by referring to the trou--
‘bles in Iran, saying this was “not the
‘first time they have happened during
my rule.” R T ) R .

““You have been aware of;, and you
were able with the lessons learned
from my father’s experiences and the
hearty cooperation of the US. govern-
ment, to crush and destroy all these
events and rebellions undertaken:by
the people to overthrow therimperial’
system,” the speaker told the generals
and high-level Savak officials, accord-
ingtothetranscript. - - - 3%

.“HOWEVER, THE present situation
is somewhat different from the past,
and this time we are faced by a vaster
and freer force,” it continues. s

The speaker — in a passage that dif-
fers sharply with the line taken pub-
licly by the shah — says that “signs of
split and discord” have appeared. in
the army, that “dissatisfied elements”
must be purged and that the army
“must be given complete {reedom to
shoot and kill.the people,” to help
create a situation of civil war. This ac-
tion, plus an attempt to woo soldierss
with material incentives, will both
keep the army under control and end
attempts by elements opposed to' the
shah to undermine the armed forces,
the voice on thg tapesays. - . T~

Y e el

.~ Accor

o
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Article appeared 3 February 1979

on page 10-13

Two foreign policy camps prepare for !

a vidous game of “Lessons of Iran.”

High Noon o

Ayatollah Khomeini is preparing to return from exile as
- this is being written. Iranis facing its hour of maximum '

crisis, a kind of middle-eastern High Noon. By the time |

you read this, Khomeini’s people may be running the
country. Or they may all be dead orinjail as a result of a
pro-shah military coup. Iran may be ablaze in civil war
and in danger of disintegrating as a nation, creating
opportunities for Soviet intervention. It is even
conceivable that Iran’s contending parties could be
working out their differences peacefully. Not only
Iran’s future is in the balance, however. We seem to be
approaching High Noon in Washington, too, between
contending schools of American foreign policy. For
weeks, they have been jabbing at each other with
fingers of blame in a contest everyone is now calling,
“Who. lost Iran?” Within weeks, depending on how
things work out, one side or the other may be declaring
victory in a new contest—"the Lessons of Iran”—and
claiming the right to set the future course of American
foreign policy. : ’ :

Before sorting out where each side stands, it is
important to note some lessons of the Iran crisis that
seem indisputable regardless what happens there and
which side is vindicated in the US debate. The US never
should have agreed to limit its sources of information to
pro-shah elements in Iran and to avoid contacts with
opposition groups. Now, to avoid being surprised again,
we should end such arrangements in other countries
where they exist. For example, since 1974, when
diplomatic relations were resumed, the US has severely
restrained its information gathering in Egypt so as not
to offend President Anwar Sadat. Secretary of State
Henry Kissinger apparently agreed initially to restrict
the size of the CIA station in Egypt to assure Sadat
there would be no new internal meddling of a type that
took place during the Nasser era. US policy since then
has been so restrictive, however, that military attachés
are confined to official liaison duties with the Egyptian
military and forbidden to seek what information they
can in the ranks. Diplomatic officials do mix socially
with Cairo’s Marxist intellectuals, but they are not
allowed to contact such sources of potential trouble as
the right-wing Muslim Brotherhood. Congressional
sources say that US embassy officials stay away from
Communists in Italy and Japan, and information

gathering also seems to be limited in Saudi Arabia. The
US reportedly does no covert intelligence collecting in !
Israel, either, for fear of having its sources exposed by

friends of Israel in the US government.

- |

Other lessons of Iran surely are that US diplomats
and intelligence agencies must be more sensitive than
they have been to social and economic developments in
other countries. Iran’s stability was undone as much by
urbanization, inflation and social dislocation as by rage -
against the shah. The CIA is rather late in beginning to
study implications of the fundamentalism sweeping the .
Muslim world. It is true that students, religious groups
and the military are hard to gather information about
first-hand, but the US has to make more of an effort.
We need to expand and improve information analysis at -

- the CIA and elsewhere. But the White House also has to

be willing to listen to bad news about its favorite

regimes, as apparently was not the case with the shah’s
regime in Iran. ’

Some other lessons concern public diplomacy. An
open administration is a welcome relief after years of
secrecy, but it can be carried too far. President Carter
has made a point of publicly blessing the shah, and then

!
|

. the shah’s appointed interim government, of publicly |

condemning Khomeini and then appealing to him. :
None of it has worked. US blessings are not necessarily
influential in Iran. Carter’s appeals and condemnations ;
have been so counterproductive that it’s downright |
embarrassing, The president should have stated what
principles the US supported—peace, democracy, ;
stability—and kept quiet about personalities. ;
But all of these factors are tactical. When “Lessons of |
Iran” is played in earnest, the issue will be one of
strategy. The captain of one side—call it the Hang
Tough team—is Henry Kissinger. Ironically, he used to
be leader of the other side—the Detentists, now led by :
Secretary of State Cyrus Vance—but he switched after
leaving office. Kissinger is so articulate and smart that !
he seems to become the principal voice of whatever |
school he joins. Now he is arguing (as he did in an ;
interview with Time magazine) that the crisis in Iran is |
part of a “progressive collapse of pro-Western |
governments” which can be arrested only “by a firm, |
purposeful and consistent American policy” that |
involves “imposing penalties and risks” on -Soviet |
advances. Kissinger believes that the Soviets are f
responsible for Iran’s oil worker strikes and that a!
Khomeini-dominated Islamic Republic would be
radical, allied with Iraq and Libya and anti-Western, if ;
not openly pro-Soviet. Kissinger does not say what the .
US should be doing in Iran, but his record as secretary
of state was one of total support for the shah and he has |
criticized the Carter administration for pressuring the !
king to ease up on his dictatorial control of Iran.
Kissinger has many influential allies. Columnist !
Joseph Kraft has been calling for the United States to
unleash the Iranian military for a coup, and he has been

ST ey e
ORI ot
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accusing the administration of being “flabby” and
“goody-goody” for not doing so. Irving Kristol argued
in The Wall Street Journal that “the world is just not now
of a mind to give birth to new liberal-constitutional
regimes” and said he thinks it is time to abandon
“decadent Wilsonianism” in foreign policy (character-
ized by legalism, idealism and “guilt”) and shift to a new
“national interest” approach, by which the US would

employ the CIA, the military—whatever it takes—tc !

get its way. “The nations of the world admire winners, -
not losers—not even nice losers,” Kristol wrote. Most
of the Republican party seems to be on this side of the
great foreign policy divide. Some “moderate”
Democrats of the Jackson-Moynihan stripe proclaim a
dedication to democracy in the third world; but when it
comes to real choosing, they opt for “realism.”
Columnists Evans and Novak and William Safire are |
ever-available as conduits for leaks from the Hang:
Tough team, and George Will will give its outlook a
high intellectual gloss from his well-worn copy of
Barlett’s Quotations. .

Within the administration, the Hang Tough ap-
proach is championed by Energy Secretary James
Schlesinger and President Carter’s national security
adviser, Zbigniew Brzezinski. Both of them have as
their first foreign policy priority assuring US advantage
over the Soviet Union. On Iran, Brzezinski originally
favored absolute US support for the shah and
continuation of the Kissinger-era policy of having no
contact with the shah’s opponents. Since the king’s
departure on “vacation,” Brzezinski reportedly has
been the chief advocate of undiluted US support for the
shah’s annointed successor, Prime Minister Shahpour
Bakhtiar. It was Brzezinski’s influence, according to
administration officials, that prevented the US from
having direct contacts with Khomeini up to the
moment of his planned return to Iran.

On the other side, Cyrus Vance, the State Depart-
ment bureaucracy and some liberal Democrats in
Congress are holding to the old verities of detente and
Trilateralism: that US-Soviet rivalry is only one facet of
the modern world, and should be kept under control.
Vance says that the Kissinger-Brzezinski outlook in'the
Mideast-to-Africa “arc of crisis”"—that is, it’s Soviets
win, we lose—is “overly simplistic.” Vance argues for
steadiness, restraint, understanding, cooperation. He
and his aides usually oppose naked displays of American
power; at the same time, they seem less fearful that the
US is perceived as powerless. In Iran, Vance favored
distancing the US from the shah and trying to

forces. His State Department subordinates established
contacts with opposition leaders, including aides to !
Khomeini, and have been looking for solutions in Iras |
beyond the Bakhtiar government.

The great mystery figure in the administration i:
Defense Secretary Harold Brown, who is a member of
the highest-level inner council making administration

encourage negotiation between all the contending}
|

-Department

policy on Iran, but who has given not the slightest

public hint of what he personally favors. Oneindication '

of Brown's position, though, is the role being played in
Iran by US Air Force General Robert E. Huyser. Huyser
ostensibly is there to consult on weapons-purchase
matters, but his chief task reportedly has been to keep
the Iranian military unified so that it can act concerted-
ly when and if it chooses to act. Since the top level of

Iran’s officer corps is devotedly pro-shah and probably :

fears being purged in the event of a Khomeini takeover,
the effecc of Huyser’s mission is to keep the option open
for the United States to encourage a military coup.

ARy

Should President Carter authorize a military coup?
With Khomeini on the verge of returning to Iran, the .
pressures from each side must be enormous. The shah '

surely has been urging Carter to give a go-ahead, so

that the military could take charge, suppress the -
opposition and restore him to his throne. A successful '
coup would prove to Saudi Arabia, Israel, Egypt and '

other US allies that President Carter is capable of
decisive action, much as President Eisenhower was in
returning the shah to power in 1953. Any coup
attemnpt, successful or unsuccessful, will be blamed on
the United States anyway, so why shouldn’t the US do
what it can to make an attempt successful (while
denying it played any role at all, of course)? On the
other hand, a coup would have to be terribly brutal
because the anti-shah opposition in Iran includes
practically every element of society. How many would
have to be killed? Thousands, certainly, and, for that,
the military might not be able to hold together. Carter’s
conscience, presumably, would urge him against
authorizing a coup. So would Vance and other State
professionals, whose case is that
Khomeini, however obscurantist, however bigoted,

|

would still be anti-Soviet and would need to sell cil to |

the West.

A disastrous outcome for the US in Iran—a leftist
takeover, especially—is bound to produce a shift in US
policy-making influence toward the Hang Tough
group, at the expense of the moderates. We are likely to
see most restraint taken off the CIA’s covert
operators—as well as its intelligence-gatherers—and a
step-up in tension between the US and the Soviet
Union. Further damage will be done to the chances for
Senate ratification of a SALT treaty with the Soviets.
Some “favorable” outcomes could produce similar
results. A US-backed bloody coup producing the shah’s
return would signal that hanging tough had won the
day in Washington. The only hope for the moderates to

be vindicated would seem to lie in a negotiated ;
compromise leading to elections and a stable govern-

ment. It is worth hoping for and worth the ad-
ministration’s working for. We should know
reasonably soon whether it’s possible to be nice and a
winner, too.

Morton Kondracke
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